In His Own Words 


The following statements by Malcolm X are excerpted from Malcolm X Speaks (New 
York: Grove Press, 1965): 

We have a common enemy .... And what we have foremost in common is that enemy -- 
the white man. He's an enemy to all of us. I know some of you all think that some of them aren't 
enemies. Time will tell .... 

You're still in prison. That's what America means: prison. When I was in prison, I read an 
article in Life magazine showing a little Chinese girl, nine years old; her father was on his hands 
and knees and she was pulling the trigger because he was an Uncle Tom Chinaman. When they 
had the revolution over there, they took a whole generation of Uncle Toms and just wiped them 
out. And within ten years that little girl became a full-grown woman. No more [Uncle] Toms in 
China. 

-- November 10, 1963 


I'm not a Democrat, I'm not a Republican, and I don't even consider myself an American. 
If you and I were Americans, there'd be no problem. Those Hunkies that just got off the boat, 
they're already Americans; Polacks are already Americans; the Italian refugees are already 
Americans. Everything that came out of Europe, every blue-eyed thing, is already an American. 
And as long as you and I have been over here, we aren't Americans yet ..... 

No, I'm not an American. I'm one of the 22 million black people who are the victims of 
Americanism. 

-- April 3, 1964 


[T]here is no system on this earth which has proven itself more corrupt, more criminal, 
than this system that in 1964 still colonizes 22 million African-Americans, still enslaves 22 
million Afro-Americans. 
-- April 8, 1964 


[A]ll of the countries that are emerging today from under the shackles of colonialism are 
turning toward socialism. I don't think it's an accident. Most of the countries that were colonial 
powers were capitalist countries, and the last bulwark of capitalism today is America. It's 
impossible for a white person to believe in capitalism and not believe in racism. You can't have 
capitalism without racism. 

-- May 29, 1964 


I believe that there are some white people who might be sincere. But I think they should 
prove it. And you can't prove it to me by singing with me. You can't prove it to me by being 
nonviolent. No, you can prove it by recognizing the law of justice. And the law of justice is "as 
ye sow, so shall ye reap." The law of justice is "he who kills by the sword shall be killed by the 
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sword." 
-- December 20, 1964 


Among Asian countries, whether they are communist, socialist -- you don't find any 
capitalist countries over there too much nowadays. Almost every one of the countries that has 
gotten independence has devised some kind of socialist system, and this is no accident. This is 
another reason why I say that you and I here in America -- who are looking for a job, who are 
looking for better housing, looking for a better education -- before you start trying to be 
incorporated, or integrated, or disintegrated, into this capitalist system, should look over there 
and find out what are the people who have gotten their freedom adopting to provide themselves 
with better housing and better education and better food and better clothing. 

-- December 20, 1964 


It is impossible for capitalism to survive, primarily because the system of capitalism 
needs some blood to suck. Capitalism used to be like an eagle, but now it's more like a vulture. It 
used to be strong enough to go and suck anybody's blood whether they were strong or not. But 
now it has become more cowardly, like the vulture, and it can only suck the blood of the 
helpless. As the nations of the world free themselves, then capitalism has less victims, less to 
suck, and it becomes weaker and weaker. It's only a matter of time in my opinion before it will 
collapse completely. 

-- Interview with Young Socialist 
March-April 1965 issue 


FRONT PAGE Malcolm X: Myth 
Versus Reality 


William P. Hoar 

When Malcolm X was assassinated in 1965 he had a hardcore following of no more than 
100. Yet in 1992, the man who was born Malcolm Little and died as El-Hajj Malik El-Shabazz 
has become something of a popular icon. In addition to the ballyhooed movie by Spike Lee, there 
have been rap songs, plays, books, a ballet, and even an opera in New York City about his life. 
His 1925 birthplace in Nebraska is a designated historical site; streets, parks, and schools are 
named in his honor; Washington, DC, for one, sets aside a day to venerate his memory; his 
posthumously published autobiography, ghost-written by Alex Haley, is regularly taught in 
literature, sociology, and African American studies courses in both high school and college; and 
posters, T-shirts, and "X" caps honoring Malcolm X are ubiquitous -being worn on occasion by 
such notables as Mayor David Dinkins of New York City and Arkansas Governor Bill Clinton. 

All these laurels have fallen upon a demagogic black racist -- a convicted felon, pimp, 
numbers racketeer, bootleg whiskey peddler, armed robber, narcotics pusher, and all-purpose 
hustler and con-man. His subsequent preaching of hate as a minister of the cult known as the 
Nation of Islam included: calling for a separate nation for black Americans composed of up to 
ten of the current states; blasting other blacks who sought integration and rejected violence; and 
reverberating against "blue-eyed white devils," calling them a "race of dogs." 

Revising a Lurid Life 

But since Malcolm X's dramatic assassination in 1965, there has been an ongoing effort 
to revise and sanitize his lurid history. For example, Robert Penn Warren, writing in The Yale 
Review in 1966, said that Malcolm X had fulfilled "all the requirements -- success against odds, 
the role of prophet, and martyrdom -- for inclusion in the American pantheon." Warren did note 
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that an editorialist from the Saturday Evening Post was less sanguine, having said: "If Malcolm 
X were not a Negro, his autobiography would be little more than a journal of abnormal 
psychology, the story of a burglar, dope pusher, addict and jailbird -- with a family history of 
insanity -- who acquires messianic delusions and sets forth to preach an upside-down religion of 
‘brotherly’ hatred." 

The Autobiography of Malcolm X starts before his birth with the startling story of 
galloping Klansmen in Nebraska warning Malcolm's mother -- pregnant with him -- to get out 
of town. It also pictures his father, a Baptist minister, as being chased away to Michigan by white 
racists because he was a follower of Marcus Garvey (who headed the "Return to Africa" 
movement). The book also recounts that Malcolm's family home in Lansing was burned down by 
white racists, and that two years later his father was run over and killed by a streetcar, though 
Malcolm conveys his belief that a white supremacist group murdered him. 

But in the extensively documented 1991 book Malcolm: A Life of the Man Who 
Changed Black America, by sympathetic biographer Bruce Perry, a number of discrepancies in 
the legend turn up, including evidence that Malcolm's father -- who was about to be evicted -- 
probably set the blaze which destroyed their Lansing home. The __ nightrider tale, Malcolm's 
mother told Perry, wasn't true either. Biographer Perry concludes that Malcolm "kept 
condemning ‘irresponsible’ whites for the very things for which he apparently felt partly 
responsible: his father's death, his mother's breakdown and institutionalization, the moral lapses 
of his youth, his past failures. He blamed ... white social workers for the dissension in his 
boyhood home. He attributed his youthful criminality entirely to white oppression." After his 
mother suffered a mental breakdown, Malcolm was taken in by a white family, for whom he 
expressed contempt in his Autobiography, despite his admission that they treated him well and 
that he did well in a mostly white school (being elected class president). 

Crime Career 

After moving to Boston to live with a half-sister in 1940, Malcolm's criminal vistas 
opened. While working at a variety of jobs -- including a stint on a railroad which took him to 
New York -- he was learning to hustle and to peddle dope and booze. By his own account he 
spent all his funds on liquor, marijuana, and gambling. 

In 1943 the draft board caught up with Malcolm Little, but he had no intention of fighting 
for his country and started, he said, to spread rumors that he wanted to join the Japanese Army. 
He feigned insanity at his physical, later telling a psychiatrist: "I want to get sent down South. 
Organize them nigger soldiers, you dig? Steal us some guns, and kill up crackers!" His resultant 
4-F status thus became a happy joke on the white establishment. 

Malcolm X would later contend that Hitler and Stalin were the only white men to do 
anything for blacks in the U.S., since they necessitated more factory jobs. By 1959, according to 
intelligence reports reproduced in Clayborne Carson's Malcolm X: The FBI File, Malcolm -- by 
then a minister of the Nation of Islam -- told an audience in New York: "The wars of 1914 and 
the Second World War have weakened the white race. God bless Japan for bombing Pearl 
Harbor." 

Young Malcolm continued a life of crime in New York and Boston, until a burglary ring 
-- with two women casing apartments and Malcolm and an accomplice doing the heisting -- led 
to his arrest. He was indicted for larceny, carrying firearms, and breaking and entering. He would 
later complain that his harsh sentence was motivated by race because his female cohorts were 
white. To rationalize his behavior he commented: "I was trying as hard as I could to be white." 

How bad was young Malcolm? He certainly played up the part in his future days to show 
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how far down he had been, thus crediting his subsequent resurrection all the more. Biographer 
Peter Goldman, author of The Death and Life of Malcolm X, wonders about that: "There is 
some evidence that he tended to inflate his size in the hustler underground for pedagogical effect; 
he is only dimly remembered by old-timers on the street, and then principally as having been a 
‘john-walker' -- a curbside shill for a Harlem whorehouse. But his degradation was complete and 
was ultimately certified by the Commonwealth of Massachusetts with an eight-to-ten year 
sentence for burglary -- a severe penalty then thought commensurate with the fact that one of his 
accomplices was his white mistress." 
Jailhouse Conversion 

Malcolm, sentenced at age 21, was to serve in various Massachusetts prisons from 
February 1946 to August 1952. His anti-religious diatribes on the inside earned him the 
nickname of "Satan" from his fellow convicts. But it was in prison, having been introduced by 
one of his brothers to the Nation of Islam -- which became more widely known as the Black 
Muslims -- that Malcolm gave up eating pork and doing drugs, and began following other tenets 
of the group headed by Elijah Muhammad. The flash of revelation to Malcolm was finding out 
what this "religion" taught, namely that "the white man is the devil." 

The theology of the Nation of Islam, which Malcolm was to preach under the tutelage of 
Elijah Muhammad for a dozen years, is undoubtedly unfamiliar to most. Started in 1930 by a 
itinerant peddler of silk and yard items in Detroit by the name of Wallace Dodd Ford, the sect 
was taken over by Elijah Muhammad after Ford's mysterious disappearance in 1934. A 
delicate-looking man from rural Georgia with a fourth-grade education, Elijah Muhammad came 
to rule a puritanical empire said to number some 10,000 followers by 1960. A divine message 
was given to Elijah Muhammad, said Malcolm, "to save the Lost-Found Nation of Islam, the 
so-called Negroes, here in 'this wilderness of North America." 

Malcolm devotes substantial space in his autobiography to discuss the Black Muslim 
beliefs. A summary was provided by Marshall Frady in The New Yorker for October 12, 1992: 

Original humankind was black, appearing about seventy trillion years ago. A sublime 

civilization, which founded the city of Mecca, and even exercised dominion over 

Mars, it was presided over by twenty-four wizards, or "wise scientists," who 

created the animals and made the mountains, and even "deported" the moon from 

the earth. One of the wizards, a malcontent named Mr. Yacub, born about 

sixty-six hundred years ago and known as the "big-head scientist," because of his 

oversized cranium, learned how to breed races scientifically. When, for his 

seditious agitation, he was exiled from Mecca to the Isle of Patmos -- later famed 

for the Book of Revelation -- he contrived as revenge, Malcolm explained, a 

means of creating a "bleached-out white race of devils." 

Mr. Yacub knew that black men contained two germs, black and brown, 

the lighter being the weaker. Through an eight-hundred-year process of genocidal 

culling -- by means of needles inserted into the brains of unsuitably darker infants 

-- that progressed from the black race to a brown, a red, and then a yellow race, 

the project at last produced a blond, pale-skinned, blue-eyed devil race, which 

wound up in the caves of Europe. In time, Malcolm reported, Moses was chosen 

by Allah to "civilize" these devils, the first with whom he succeeded being the 

Jews. But all the pallid devil race eventually gained ascendancy, through 

"tricknology," and finally seized by slavery a portion of the Original People, the 

tribe of Shabazz, who had been led into Africa fifty thousand years earlier to 
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harden and toughen them for their predestined ordeal. 

Letters Malcolm wrote while he was in prison indicate that the tenets of the Nation of 
Islam were influencing him, since he wrote such messages as, "The time has come for the devils 
to be destroyed." Having gone through but eight years of schooling, Malcolm claimed to have 
educated himself in prison, and later insisted that he copied every word in the dictionary and 
studied such authors and subjects as H.G. Wells, Will Durant, Herodotus, Socrates, Nietzsche, 
Mendel on genetics, race histories, linguistics, Schopenhauer, W.E.B. DuBois, and one novel -- 
Uncle Tom's Cabin. 

The Autobiography does show a few weak spots in Malcolm's erudition: It was King 
James, he asserted, who wrote Shakespeare's plays -- the same man "who poetically 'fixed' the 
Bible --_ which in itself and its present King James version has enslaved the world." Homer was 
black, contended Malcolm, who explained to Alex Haley that "Homer and Omar and Moor, you 
see, are related terms...." 

He was to name his first daughter Attila after the Hun ("Who sacked Rome," he remarked 
incorrectly). Subsequent children were named after variations of Kublai Khan, Elijah, and 
communist revolutionary Patrice Lumumba of the Congo. 

In a famous interview in Playboy magazine in 1963, Malcolm listed some historical 
figures he contended were black, including Jesus Christ, Hannibal, Beethoven, Haydn, and 
Christopher Columbus. Adding to the confusion, Elijah Muhammad and Malcolm X taught that 
all non-whites are black. This rather lax definition alleviated matters when Malcolm, speaking in 
December 1960, expressed his admiration for Lenin and Stalin who were, he explained, 
nonwhites. He then declared that "it will be race against race and we American black men will 
support the Russians. We will kill all the white men in the United States." 

Minister Malcolm X 

Shortly after Malcolm Little was paroled in 1952, he traveled to Temple No. I in Chicago 
to hear Elijah Muhammad speak; in quick order he was given his "X" -- thus replacing his 
"slave" name with the African family name he supposedly would not know until Allah returned 
it to him. The following year he became an assistant minister in Detroit, and thereafter served as 
minister in Boston, Philadelphia, and New York, among other cities. The same year, 1955, 
according to his Autobiography, he first heard rumors about Elijah Muhammad's adulteries, 
which would many years later play a large role in their split. 

It wasn't long before Malcolm X was named a spokesman and chief representative for the 
Nation of Islam. But his own words reveal that he was a rabid racist, spouting such statements as 
the following about whites: "The dog is their closest relative. They got the same kind of hair, the 
same kind of skin, and the same kind of smell." A Jew, he said at a typical meeting in 1959, "is 
one of the worst of the devils. He does more to take advantage of the so-called black people than 
any other and yet poses as being a friend to the black people." The Jew, said Malcolm in the 
1963 Playboy interview, "is always anxious to advise the black many but uses money to gain 
control. The Jew, continued Malcolm, "never shows him how to set up factories and hotels. 
Never advises him how to own what he wants. No, when there's something worth owning, the 
Jew's got it." Peculiarly, just before Malcolm's death, reported Robert Penn Warren in The Yale 
Review in 1966, "he had made a down payment on a house, in Long Island, in a largely Jewish 
neighborhood." 

In 1952 (and later in 1959) the FBI recommended adding the Black Muslims to the 
attorney general's list of subversive organizations, though that didn't happen and the Justice 
Department declined to prosecute the Nation of Islam in 1954 for conspiracy to violate the 
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Selective Service Act. However, wiretaps were placed on Elijah Muhammad in 1957 on the basis 
that members of his cult "disavow allegiance to the United States" and "are taught they need not 
obey the laws of the United States." The FBI said of its investigation, "Allegations have been 
received that its members may resort to acts of violence," and the wiretap "will furnish not only 
data concerning the fanatical and violent nature of the organization, but also data regarding the 
current plans of the MCI [Muslim Cult of Islam] to expand its activities throughout the United 
States." 

Strange Alliances 

Continued surveillance revealed some interesting alliances of convenience (and also 
provided the FBI opportunity to warn Malcolm X that his life was being threatened, advice he 
ignored before he was shot). For instance, George Lincoln Rockwell, head of the American 
Nazis, was invited by the Messenger of Allah to the Black Muslim annual convention in Chicago 
in 1962. Rockwell actually came twice to Muslim meetings, said Malcolm in an interview in 
which he tried to play down its significance, and in which he blamed the "Jewish press" for using 
this as "propaganda to make it look like Rockwell was in cahoots with the Muslims. Rockwell, to 
us, is no different from any other white man." 

Stanford professor Clayborne Carson, citing FBI records, has also noted that Malcolm X 
solicited the help of the Ku Klux Klan at a meeting in Georgia on January 28, 1961, hoping for 
assistance in the Black Muslim's plans to separate from the United States. In fact, a tacit 
agreement was reached; the minister acknowledged (as quoted in Malcolm X. The Last 
Speeches, edited by Bruce Perry): "From that day onward the Klan never interfered with the 
Black Muslim movement in the South." Malcolm told the Klansmen assembled in Atlanta, as 
reported in The New Yorker, that the Black Muslims "were as deeply committed to segregation 
as they were, and, according to an F.B.I. report, assured them that 'the Jew is behind the 
integration movement, using the Negro as a tool." 

Violence and Hate 

On the other hand, there was a real alien force behind the Black Muslims, according to 
Malcolm himself (FBI file 105-8999) who told listeners at Temple No. 7 in New York City that 
when Elijah Muhammad gives the word, a number of small space ships, "built by the wise men 
of the East" and each "loaded with bombs" will descend "on the United States, bomb it and 
destroy all the 'white devils.' According to [Malcolm X] these bombs will destroy all the 'devils' 
in the United States and that all the Muslims in good standing will be spared." 

"If ballots won't work, bullets will," cried Malcolm X, in his typical rhetoric. Or: "We, 
the black men of the world created the white man and we will also kill him .... Only in this way 
can there be peace on the earth." While there is evidence that some of his racist rhetoric was 
toned down in the last year of his life, Malcolm nonetheless in 1964 said that he agreed with 
Harlem activist Jesse Gray, an identified communist, who advocated tricking youngsters into 
revolution and called for guerrilla warfare by "black revolutionaries who are ready to die." 

In 1960, saying that the U.S. revolution was starting in Harlem, Malcolm X expressed his 
admiration for Lenin and Stalin, predicting that Africans would be freed with the assistance of 
the Russian army. The "liberation" attempts in Angola, Mozambique, Ethiopia, and elsewhere in 
Africa were to prove particularly bloody. That statement came only three months after Malcolm 
met with Fidel Castro in a Harlem hotel. At a 1962 rally, Malcolm foresaw liberals, socialists, 
and communists joining together to get rid of a common enemy -- the white man. 

Islam, contended Malcolm X, does not teach hate. But he certainly did. Here is one 
version of his "self-defense" preaching, from a New York meeting in 1959: "If one black man is 
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lynched, another white man (adult or baby) should be killed even if in another state. If this were 
done the laws would be enforced tomorrow." 

How about mercy? That quality was very strained in 1962, when some 120 people from 
Atlanta -- presumably white -- were killed in an air crash en route from the U.S. to Paris. 
Concerning the tragedy, Malcolm told a rally in Los Angeles, where he had been protesting an 
episode in which police had shot and killed a Muslim: "I would like to announce a very beautiful 
thing that has happened. As you know, we have been praying to Allah .... And I got a wire from 
God today." Allah, he said, "really had answered our prayers ... in one whop. He dropped an 
airplane out of the sky with over one hundred and twenty white people on it." 

Malcolm had harsh words for virtually all of the so-called mainstream "civil rights" 
leaders. Martin Luther King, Malcolm characteristically said in 1955, was a "traitor" to blacks. 
The well-known picture of those two -- taken after a 1964 press conference -- was the only time 
King and the Black Muslim leader met face-to-face. Charles Kenyatta, a former follower of 
Malcolm X, is quoted by Marshall Frady as saying that, in private, "Malcolm had always said 
when he met King, he was gonna hit him in the jaw and see just how non-violent he really was." 
As Malcolm bluntly told a magazine interviewer, "the Negro will never progress nonviolently." 

Being on the outside of the "civil rights" movement, Malcolm called the March on 
Washington the "farce on Washington." In his Autobiography he explained: "The marchers had 
been instructed to bring no signs -- signs were provided. They had been told to sing one song: 
"We Shall Overcome." They had been told how to arrive, when, where to arrive, where to 
assemble, when to start marching, the route to march. First-aid stations were strategically located 
-- even where to faint!" 

The Separation 

It was one thing for Malcolm to berate Dr. King, as he did to Kenneth B. Clark in 1963 in 
The Negro Protest, for example, when he put down the Birmingham marches. At that time, 
Malcolm sneered: "What kind of success did they get in Birmingham? A chance to sit at a lunch 
counter and drink some coffee with a cracker -- that's success?" 

But when President John F. Kennedy was assassinated and the country was in shock, 
Malcolm made untoward remarks that were to be used against him -- from inside the Muslim 
hierarchy itself, where Malcolm was being seen more and more as a usurper. As noted in an 
undercover FBI report, Elijah Muhammad told Malcolm he had been hearing too much "about 
MALCOLM this and MALCOLM that and even MALCOLM being called leader." Malcolm X, 
he was told, must never forget that he was "ELIJAH'S property." 

After the Kennedy shooting, Elijah had ordered that no comments be made about the 
dead President. Nonetheless, Malcolm declared that the killing of JFK was a case of "chickens 
coming home to roost." Malcolm was called to Chicago by Elijah and told he was being 
suspended and would have to refrain from making any public remarks for 90 days. During this 
period, Malcolm had been learning more and more about the adulteries Elijah Muhammad had 
been having with staff secretaries. Those suspended and isolated were not supposed to talk with 
any other members of the cult, but Malcolm broke the isolation rules by talking personally with 
the secretaries and learning that they had even borne children by Elijah. It was this knowledge, 
and the fact that Malcolm was spreading his familiarity about it, that would really set the stage 
for Malcolm's eventual split with the Nation of Islam. 

Word had gotten back to Arizona, where Elijah Muhammad was now living, about how 
Malcolm was asking too many questions. He was called to Phoenix in April 1963. Elijah 
admitted the children were his, calling it part of a prophecy. "I'm David," said the wizened old 
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man. "When you read about how David took another man's wife, I'm that David. You read about 
Noah, who got drunk -- that's me. You read about Lot, who went and laid up with his own 
daughters. I have to fulfill all of those things." 

Malcolm X, as Marshall Frady reviewed in The New Yorker, "began industriously 
distributing word of the Messenger's indecorous frolickings to others within the Nation of Islam, 
among them the future Louis Farrakhan, a natty and bright-eyed former calypso singer who was 
then presiding over the Boston mosque. He, along with others, relayed the tidings of Malcolm's 
betrayal back to Chicago. Then, in escalating desperation, Malcolm disclosed the matter 
publicly. Journalists hesitated to run the story at first because of libel considerations. Finally, 
Malcolm persuaded three of Muhammad's former secretaries to furnish affidavits, and two of 
them to file paternity suits." 

The rift obviously was not just about the Kennedy remarks, since hateful remarks about 
whites ran the show. During his suspension, Malcolm said, "If you think Cassius Clay was loud, 
wait until I start talking in March." The home office had had enough, and on March 8, 1964, a 
New York Times headline notified readers, "Malcolm X Splits With Muhammad." Within days, 
the Muslims told Malcolm they wanted him to surrender the home and car they had provided 
him. In early March, one of Malcolm's former assistants told him that he had been asked to wire 
that car with a bomb. Also in March 1964, Malcolm remarked to Ebony magazine that the 
leaders of the Nation of Islam have "got to kill me. They can't afford to let me live .... I know 
where the bodies are buried. And if they press me, I'll exhume some." 

A Greater Tyrant 

Many of Malcolm's apologists point to the year before his assassination as representing 
the real man. He did say he was trying to reshape his image, and almost immediately after the 
split with the Black Muslims Malcom X formed two groups called the Muslim Mosques, Inc. 
and the Organization of Afro-American Unity. But by his death these were both virtually 
moribund. 

Reading Malcolm's Autobiography and much of the favorable literature about him, one is 
supposed to be as overwhelmed as he apparently was upon finding out that Islam in the real 
world was very different from that with which he and Elijah Muhammad had been inculcating 
followers for so long. On a trip to Jedda, for example, Malcolm exulted: "Packed in the plane 
were white, black, brown, red, and yellow people, blue eyes and blond hair, and my kinky red 
hair -- all together, brothers! All honoring the same God Allah, all in turn giving equal honor to 
each other." Yet, five years earlier he had been in Mecca, where he had spouted racist hatred of 
"white devils" disguised as Islam! 

Biographer Peter Goldman points out in David Gallen's Malcolm X: As They Knew Him, 
"He had been to the Middle East before. He had gone over there for Elijah Muhammad. He was 
quite aware that there were white Muslims. He would deny it, I mean, he would flat out deny it, 
as a matter of politics, when he was in the NOI [Nation of Islam]." When Malcolm returned from 
his second visit, when he had become a rival of the Black Muslims, he would claim publicly: "I 
think that the pilgrimage to Mecca broadened my scope probably more in twelve days than my 
previous experience during my thirty-nine years on this earth." 

At an airport press conference in New York, he acknowledged that in the past he had 
"made sweeping indictments of all white people." But, after his second Mecca experience, "I will 
never be guilty of that again." But his continued preaching of black nationalism made those 
comments to be a distinction with very little difference in effect. "The white man," said the 
"new" Malcolm, "is not inherently evil, but America's racist society influences him to act evilly." 
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Both before and after his Middle East trip, Malcolm made speeches before the 
Trotskyite-oriented Militant Labor Forum. Invited to Ghana by the Marxist Forum at the 
university there, he gave a talk called, "Will Africa Ignite America's Racial Powder Keg?" 
Meeting Ghanaian President Kwame Nkrumah, a pusher of Pan-Africanism, Malcolm called it 
his highest single honor in all of black Africa. (As it happens, Nkrumah was both corrupt and a 
Red dictator, who ran his country into the ground until overthrown in 1966.) 

Also, while in Accra, he was feted by Red China's ambassador, with other guests 
including Mrs. W.E.B. DuBois, whose communist husband emigrated to Ghana, plus the 
ambassadors from Algeria and Cuba. The Red Chinese played propaganda films for Malcolm, 
including a slanted look at race relations in the United States. "Not only did [Malcolm] endorse 
the rioting back home," noted columnist Victor Riesel at the time, "but he publicly called for 
retaliation against the white community. He said the time had come to meet 'violence with 
violence; an eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth." 

Algeria's especially bloody revolution was cited by Malcolm in his book as the kind of 
revolution needed in the United States. On a subsequent trip to Africa later in 1964, Malcolm 
met 11 heads of state and seemed especially interested in Marxist dictators such as Julius 
Nyerere of Tanzania, the vicious Sekou Toure of Guinea -- who jailed, tortured, and killed 
thousands of his opponents -- and Ghana's Nkrumah again. 

Unfortunately for Malcolm, overt assistance from these African countries and their 
willingness to subvert the evil U.S.A. ran counter to the dictators' even larger motive of greed -- 
since they didn't want to jeopardize their foreign aid from Washington. Similarly, Malcolm's best 
attempts to internationalize race problems by bringing the U.S. before the United Nations never 
materialized. 

Socialist Leanings 

Non-violence never took over the soul of the new Malcolm. At a Harlem rally in July 
1964, for example, he railed: "You have to walk in with a hand grenade and tell the man, 'Listen, 
you give us what we've got coming or nobody is going to get anything." After the split with the 
Black Muslims, commented George Breitman in The Last Year of Malcolm X, "he was a 
revolutionary -- increasingly anti-capitalist and pro-socialist as well as anti-imperialist." He told 
the Trotskyite communists that he had noticed that "most of the countries that have recently 
emerged into independence have turned away from the so-called capitalistic system in the 
direction of socialism." He contended to the Militant Labor Forum that the "system in this 
country cannot produce freedom for an Afro-American." Never mind that most Africans 
suffering under the hands of "independent" dictators would have loved to trade places with the 
poorest Americans. 

Even in his last days, when he called himself El-Hajj Malik El-Shabazz (to mark his 
having been to Mecca), Malcolm was saying, "You show me a capitalist, I'll show you a 
bloodsucker." Upon Malcolm's final return from Africa, he stood in Harlem with a revolutionary 
from Zanzibar contending that the problem was now simply the oppressed against the oppressor, 
a sentiment duly noted in the neo-Stalinist magazine The Nation. 

Marked for Death 

Shortly after a fire-bomb destroyed Malcolm's house, Louis Farrakhan proclaimed in a 
Black Muslim newspaper, "The die is set, and Malcolm shall not escape .... Such a man as 
Malcolm is worthy of death." 

There were repeated warnings from the FBI that his life was in danger and the New York 
City police had even offered 24-hour protection. Yet, all but two of a 20-man police guard on the 
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day of Malcolm's death were asked to be stationed outside. These instructions came from 
Malcolm, according to those there at the time. Also per Malcolm's directives, those entering the 
hall were not searched. 

The assassination of Malcolm X on February 21, 1965 at the Audubon Ballroom in 
Manhattan, was carried out by three black men, one with a sawed-off, double-barreled shotgun, 
the others with handguns. Those arrested and eventually sentenced to life imprisonment (two are 
now on parole) were found to be all Black Muslims, though questions inevitably have come up 
as to whether all the right men were found guilty. The gunman who was caught by the crowd and 
who confessed, Talmadge Hayer (also known as Thomas Hagan), said the other two (Thomas 
15X Johnson, now Khalil Islam, and Norman 3X Butler, now Muhammad Abdul Aziz) had not 
been involved. But while in prison he did acknowledge that the execution had been carried out as 
part of a Muslim plot. 

Spike Lee, the filmmaker, blames the FBI and CIA, among others. Elijah Muhammad 
denied involvement, and said, "Malcolm died according to his preaching. He seemed to have 
taken weapons as his god." 

Amid his detailed analysis in The New Yorker, Marshall Frady offers the following: 
"Norman Butler is one of those convicted of Malcolm's murder who still denies he participated in 
it, but he nevertheless told [Peter] Goldman that, beforehand, 'security people rolled in from 
everywhere -- captains from all over the country .... And New York was made to look bad.' And 
he quoted one of them as saying, 'What we got to do -- bring in people from all over to take care 
of your business?' These words came, Butler said, from a member of Elijah Muhammad's own 
household in Chicago, who elaborated, 'Cut the nigger's tongue out and put it in an envelope and 
send it to me, and I'll stamp it approved and give it to the Messenger.' Butler told Goldman, 'And 
that, at the time was death. Back then, that was an order."" 

The Red Chinese added their own twist to the story, as columnist Carl Rowan recently 
recollected, with the New China News Agency reporting that "white racists" had murdered 
Malcolm X, "the foremost integrationist in the United States." Rowan, a black liberal who 
headed the U.S. Information Agency at the time of the killing, said in 1965: "Here was a Negro 
who preached segregation and race hatred, killed by another Negro, presumably from another 
organization that preaches segregation and race hatred, and neither of them representative of 
more than a tiny minority of the Negro population of America." 

Holding up newspapers with screaming headlines of the killing, Rowan commented then, 
"All this about an ex-convict, ex-dope peddler who became a racial fanatic." In fact, in a column 
this September, Rowan asks rhetorically what Malcolm X ever really did for black people. Has 
something new about Malcolm X been discovered, Rowan questions, "that I did not know in 
1965?" Probably not too much. 


REVIEW OF THE NEWS 


Clinton Wins Presidency 

Arkansas Governor Bill Clinton was elected 42nd President of the United States on 
November 3rd, capturing 370 electoral votes to George Bush's 168, and ending the 12-year 
Republican occupancy of the White House. In the popular balloting, the Democratic governor 
took 43 percent of the vote, to 38 percent for Bush, and 19 percent for independent candidate 
Ross Perot. 

Exit polling by Voter Research & Surveys indicated that of the one in five who voted for 
Perot, 38 percent would have voted for Bush had the independent not been on the ballot, 38 
percent would have voted for Clinton, and 14 percent would not have voted. 
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Clinton's election produced no massive coattail effect in Congress, with the Republicans 
picking up between eight and 11 seats in the House of Representatives, and losing one seat in the 
U.S. Senate. (A Georgia Senate runoff election is pending.) About one-quarter of the House 
membership will be new, and there will be at least 11 new senators. Of the 326 incumbent 
representatives who were running again, all but 24 won (according to nearly completed results), 
and only three incumbent senators lost out of the 26 running for re-election. 

At the same time that so many incumbents were being re-elected, term limitation 
proposals passed -- most by an overwhelming majority -- in all 14 states in which they were on 
the ballot. In those 14 states there were 116 incumbents running for re-election and all but six 
won. 

Russian Comings and Goings 

Moscow's troops are not withdrawing on all fronts, but one place where there has been 
homeward movement is Poland. After Russian naval vessels left a Baltic Sea port with the last 
acknowledged combat soldiers of the former Soviet army, Poland's President Lech Walesa issued 
a statement which read: "Polish sovereignty has finally been confirmed." There still are 6,000 
Russian communications and transport troops in Poland, which are supposed to help with the 
evacuation of Russian troops from eastern Germany in 1994. 

In the Baltic states, Moscow's troop withdrawal has been halted, President Boris Yeltsin 
citing the rights of Russian speakers in those lands. The Baltics (particularly Estonia and Latvia) 
have been long occupied by Russians who were deliberately sent to suppress the Baltic cultures 
and languages. 

An earlier reason for halting the troop pullout (there are an estimated 40,000 to 80,000 
Russian soldiers in Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania) was a supposed lack of housing in Russia for 
those returning. A Russian deputy defense minister told a Moscow news conference that it could 
take "seven to eight years" to withdraw. Less than two months before, Russia and Lithuania had 
signed an agreement that pledged the departure of all Russian troops by August 31, 1993 -- but 
the communists in Lithuania recently made large electoral gains. 

Meanwhile, Cuba and Russia have signed new trade accords, apparently designed to 
swap Cuban sugar for Russian oil. The two nations also agreed to keep open Cuba's electronic 
spy station at Lourdes, which serves as Russia's military signals intelligence-gathering facility 
against the United States. Moscow and Havana are reportedly seeking a third party to help finish 
a Cuban nuclear power station that was started by the USSR. 

U.S. Aid for Iraq 

The U.S. Commerce Department supported the export of computers and missile-design 
software to Iraq in September 1989, according to documents made public by House Banking 
Chairman Henry Gonzalez (D-TX), and a license was granted to the company of Canadian-born 
Gerald Bull, a ballistics expert who had been convicted of arms-export violations in 1980 and 
who provided Iraq with the wherewithal for a high-powered weapon called the "Super Gun." 

Other "Iraqgate" developments: 

° US. intelligence sources had information that Saddam Hussein was secretly attempting 
to acquire Western arms technology as early as 1987. 

¢ The Italian government-run Banca Nazionale del Lavoro (BNL), whose Atlanta branch 
helped finance Saddam's military buildup, was being monitored by U.S. intelligence even before 
a criminal investigation of the branch began, according to a Justice Department memo quoted in 
the Washington Post. Moreover, despite a federal prosecutor's warning that the BNL was 
involved in a "criminal conspiracy" with Iraq, Secretary of State James Baker pressed personally 
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to extend loan guarantees to Baghdad in 1989, documents released by the Senate Agriculture 
Committee indicate. Newly released messages also show that Baker, in informing Baghdad of 
his loan assistance, sought Iraq's aid in getting Palestinians to respond in negotiations involving 
Israel and Egypt. 

No Agreement for Canada 

The unity charter for another package of constitutional changes in Canada, designed, 
among other reasons, to keep French-speaking Quebec as part of the nation, had the support of 
all major political parties, the provincial premiers and the prime minister, Eskimos and Indians, 
and leaders from trade unions and business. 

Nevertheless, when the Canadian people got to vote on it, it failed by a 54 percent "no" 
vote nationally, including in Quebec (where backers thought it didn't go far enough toward 
separatism), four Western provinces, and the Yukon Territory. The Charter was only approved 
decisively in the poorest Atlantic provinces of Newfoundland, New Brunswick, and Prince 
Edward Island. 

In order to pass, the non-binding referendum (Canada's sixth attempt in 25 years to 
amend its constitution) had to succeed in all provinces, and its failure to do so delighted 
separatist Québecois -- who will nonetheless have to wait until 1994 for elections. 

The Charter would have guaranteed 25 percent of the seats in the House of Commons -- 
regardless of any population drop -- to be filled with Québecois. Polls indicate, however, that 
less than a majority in Quebec favor outright separation from the confederation; indeed, 
Quebec's Premier Robert Bourassa says that his goal is to "build Quebec within Canada." One 
estimate of the cost of independence to Quebec published during the campaign by the Royal 
Bank of Canada, caused some consternation: One million economic refugees would try toffee, 
said the study. Back to the multicultural drawing board. 

Balkan Miseries 

The toll of death and destruction mounts in the battleground of Bosnia and Hercegovina. 
Nearly one-third of Bosnia's people have been driven from their homes and are now part of 
Europe's worst refugee crisis since World War II. When the Serbs recently captured the formerly 
Bosnian town of Jajce, a refugee column 30 miles long was reported. Croatia, which has already 
absorbed a huge number of refugees, is said to be turning some back at its border, with UN 
peacekeepers reportedly following the directions of Croats and allowing undocumented Bosnians 
to be sent back, even as another UN agency is requiring Croatia to accept them. 

The Muslim-led Bosnians are alleging more conflicts with their erstwhile Croatian allies, 
even accusing Croats in Prozor of "ethnic cleansing," which to date has been a Serbian tactic. 
The UN estimates that as many as two million of the 4.4 million pre-war Bosnians are in need of 
food and shelter in order to survive the winter. 

In Tehran, Bosnia's President Alija Izetbegovic thanked Iran for its assistance and was 
quoted in the New York Times as saying that if the current conditions persist and the arms 
embargo is not lifted, Bosnia "will be forced to use poison gas [and] end the crimes committed 
by the Serbs." Meanwhile, in Croatia's ancient city of Dubrovnik, which was attacked 13 months 
ago, the local population returned as the Serbian siege was finally lifted. Some 650,000 shells 
fell on the city during the siege, causing $3.5 billion in damage. 

The American government position has been that simply accepting refugees only deals 
with symptoms; thus, there remain more than 6,000 Bosnians who survived Serb camps but have 
not been given visas for other countries. The State Department, which had expressed an 
unwillingness to grant visas so as not to appear to play into the hands of Serbian "ethnic 
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cleansing," nonetheless has now agreed to admit up to 1,000 from the camps. These are the same 
Foggy Bottom intellects who initially gave Belgrade the go-ahead to try to maintain its hold on 
all of former Yugoslavia. 

Threat to Hong Kong's Future 

Communist China issued a warning to Christopher Patten, the new governor of Hong 
Kong and former British Conservative Party leader saying that if he continues promoting reforms 
that increase political participation in the British crown colony, or builds a new airport there 
without Beijing's approval, Red China will reverse the actions when it takes over Hong Kong on 
July 1, 1997. China would even overhaul the government and replace the existing judiciary. 
Indeed, China deliberately and repeatedly snubbed Patten on his first trip to the Mainland capital 
since he took office. 

By way of intimidation, China's director of Hong Kong and Macao Affairs said that the 
People's Republic would refuse to honor debts or contracts linked to a new airport built without 
its consent, remarking further: "Should Patten go on doing it his own way, there will certainly be 
big chaos on Hong Kong." 

Red China is scheduled to take over the colony in five years, while retaining the city's 
economic and social lifestyles until the year 2047. Red China's leader Deng has foreseen that 
post-1997 will be "one country, two systems." 

If Hong Kong were left alone at its current rate of growth, its residents would be as 
wealthy as the British (or Dutch or Italians) in five years. But folks on Hong Kong are getting 
jumpy about whether London will keep its nerve, while Mainland rulers are worried that a desire 
for representation might spread in their direction. So it is no surprise that Red China is pushing 
to see if the British lion will submit even earlier to Beijing's threats. 

UN Wants Troops Quickly 

The United Nations Security Council, as part of Secretary-General Boutros 
Boutros-Ghali's "Agenda for Peace," called on members to agree to contribute troops to 
peacekeeping missions on short notice, as well as to loan military and civilian personnel to the 
UN as specialists for long-term plans for peacekeeping. Later this year, the Security Council's 
proposal is expected to lead to a $50 million revolving fund for rapid-deployment forces. Almost 
half of the peacekeeping missions fielded in the UN's history (12 of 26) have begun since 1988; 
they now number 50,000 so-called peacekeepers. 

Both George Bush and Bill Clinton have expressed generic support for expanding the UN 
military role, although Mr. Bush pulled back this September from publicly expressing the State 
Department's recommendation for committing U.S. troops to a UN force. Richard N. Gardner, a 
Clinton UN advisor, endorses a permanent force to which the members of the Security Council 
would contribute the most troops. 

The United Nations Association of the United States favors an even more ambitious 
method of circumventing the role of traditional American defenses (and placing our troops under 
the UN flag), with a three-tiered approach involving a small ready-reaction force, a larger 
rapid-deployment force, and an even larger UN command that could be used for "Desert 
Storm"-type operations. 

In a September speech to the UN Association of the U.S., Clinton said that "we should 
explore the possibility" of a UN rapid-deployment force. Surprise! The country votes for 
"change" -- to use the Clinton mantra -- yet gets more of the same. 

-- WILLIAM P. HOAR 


NATION Incumbents Are 
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Breathing Easier 


Many political analysts speculated that, in the wake of what appeared to be 
unprecedented voter dissatisfaction with Congress, there would be a new record for turnover in 
the House and Senate on November 3rd. But as the dust cleared the next day, it became apparent 
that the vast majority of incumbents had once again survived, including most who had appeared 
to be careening toward political oblivion. The entire Democratic leadership of the much-berated 
House escaped unscathed. In all, only 16 House Democrats and eight Republicans were sent 
packing, to join the 14 Democrats and five Republicans who lost earlier primaries. On the Senate 
side, three incumbents (two Republicans and one Democrat) were defeated, while one Democrat 
lost in the primary stage. True, a post-war record of 59 congressmen retired this year, but even 
when they are added to the total, the freshman class, expected to be 110 strong, will still fall 
short of the 112-member class of '48, and far short of the 125 to 150 that most analysts predicted. 

When the 102nd Congress adjourned in October, there were 266 Democrats, 166 
Republicans, one independent, and two vacancies in the 435-member House; and 57 Democrats 
and 43 Republicans in the 100-member Senate. As we write, the Democrats have secured 259 
seats in the House, the Republicans 175 seats, with one race undecided; in the Senate, the 
Democrats have a 58 to 42 majority, which could shrink depending on the outcome of a 
December 4th special election in North Dakota to fill the unexpired term of the late Senator 
Quentin N. Burdick (D), and a runoff in Georgia necessitated by the failure of any of the 
candidates to receive a majority on November 3rd. 

Redistricting in the wake of the 1990 census took 19 House seats from 13 slow-growth 
states (mostly in the Northeast and Midwest) and transferred them to eight states (mainly in the 
West and South) where population substantially increased during the 1980s. At least 17 districts 
were carved up to meet directives of federal courts and the Justice Department, thereby assuring 
the election of only black or Hispanic representatives. In the primaries, there were four 
incumbent-versus-incumbent contests, which eliminated three Democrats and one Republican. 
On November 3rd, five additional hand-to-hand tussles between colleagues terminated the 
congressional careers of another three Democrats and two Republicans. Of the 62 open districts 
(no incumbent running), Democrats captured 33 while Republicans garnered 29. 

The House bank scandal, though ranking far down the list of truly important issues, was a 
major factor in many House races. Twelve of the 46 incumbents with 100 or more overdrafts 
opted to retire, while another eight lost primaries and five more went down to defeat on 
November 3rd. 

Of the 13 women who ran for the Senate, four were newly elected and one was 
re-elected, raising the number of lady senators to a record six (five Democrats and one 
Republican). On the House side, 47 women (up from 28) were elected, including 35 Democrats 
(up from 19) and 12 Republicans (up from 9). All of the women newly elected to both the House 
and Senate are vigorous abortion "rights" advocates. 

Conservatives achieved a handful of notable victories, but the overall results were 
disappointing for the sixth consecutive election. As Ross Perot would put it, there is work to do. 

The Senate 

California: As expected, liberal former San Francisco Mayor Diane Feinstein (D) 
defeated Senator John Seymour (R) to serve the final two years of former GOP Senator (now 
Governor) Pete Wilson's six-year term. Feinstein was the Democratic gubernatorial nominee 
whom Wilson dispatched in 1990, after which he appointed Seymour to fill his Senate seat 
through this year. 
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In the contest to succeed retiring Senator Alan Cranston (D), conservatives were hoping 
that television commentator Bruce Herschensohn (R) would emerge victorious from his lively 
skirmish with ultra-liberal Representative Barbara Boxer (D). Boxer had begun the campaign 
with a substantial lead in the polls, but the margin closed dramatically after it was revealed that 
she had written 143 overdrafts at the House bank and had been identified by the National 
Taxpayers Union Foundation as one of the 16 most lavish would-be spenders in the House, based 
on legislation she had introduced that called for hundreds of dollars in new spending for every 
dollar of spending cuts. By election eve, the race was considered a tossup, but Ms. Boxer won by 
a 48 percent to 43 percent plurality. 

Colorado: Representative Ben Nighthorse Campbell (D) bested conservative former 
State Senator Terry Considine to secure the seat vacated by retiring Senator Tim Wirth (D). A 
part-Indian, Campbell is the first Native American to serve in the Senate. During the campaign, 
Campbell was forced to acknowledge that he had distorted his military record by not correcting a 
long-standing misconception that he had been trapped behind enemy lines during the Korean 
War. But that was offset as an issue when Considine, after maintaining that he had been ruled 
medically ineligible to serve in Vietnam, acknowledged that he had actually sought and received 
a student deferment. In the House, Campbell has voted for foreign aid, abortion, the 1991 Civil 
Rights Act, and other key planks of the liberal agenda. 

Idaho: Not since 1932 has a Boise mayor won statewide office, but the drought ended 
when conservative Kirk Kempthorne (R) defeated liberal Representative Richard Stallings (D) to 
retain in the GOP column the seat being vacated by conservative stalwart Senator Steve Symms 
(R), who is retiring. A former public relations executive, Kempthorne is widely credited with 
directing the revitalization of Boise during his seven years as mayor. He has vowed to Oppose 
tax increases, favors a reduction in government regulations, and told one audience that he would 
never vote for foreign aid. He later modified that pledge to allow for military aid to Israel. 

Illinois: Cook County Recorder of Deeds Carol Mosely Braun (D) is the first black 
woman to be elected a U.S. Senator. In March, she bested incumbent Senator Alan J. Dixon and 
another contender in the primary, and on November 3rd defeated attorney Rich Williamson (R). 
Her substantial early lead in the polls was reduced when it was revealed that, in handling her 
mother's finances, she had divided among family members a $28,750 check to her mother from 
the sale of timber rights on family property. The money was supposed to have been reported to 
state officials and used to pay for the care of her mother, a nursing home patient supported by 
taxpayers. Senator-elect Braun promised to rectify any "mistake," and it was recently reported 
that she had agreed to repay $16,000 of the amount. 

Indiana: In 1988, then-Representative Dan Coats (R) was appointed to the Senate seat 
left vacant when Dan Quayle became vice president. In 1990, he won the special election to 
complete the term, and this year vanquished Indiana Secretary of State Joe Hogsett (D) to secure 
a full six-year term. Senator Coats is a vigorous champion of the unborn, favors voluntary school 
prayer, advocates raising the income tax exemption for child care, and was one of only four 
senators to vote against the quota-oriented 1991 Civil Rights Act. 

North Carolina: The upset GOP victory of businessman D. M. Faircloth (R) over 
Senator Terry Sanford (D) could hardly have been predicted at the outset of this year's race. 
Once a Democrat himself, Faircloth ran for governor in 1984, at which time Sanford helped him 
raise funds. After switching to the GOP, the conservative Faircloth, who employed free-market 
principles to turn a bulldozer and small land-clearing business into successful construction and 
cement companies, received the support of the Congressional Club, the influential organization 
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allied with Senator Jesse Helms (R). He bested two primary opponents and, during the final 
campaign, received an unwanted assist from Sanford himself. To combat rumors of poor health, 
the 75-year-old Sanford campaigned vigorously in all 100 counties, but on two occasions was 
hospitalized by heart valve infections. The resulting loss of campaign time and media exposure 
undoubtedly contributed to Faircloth's narrow 50 percent to 46 percent victory. 

Pennsylvania: Liberal Senator Arlen Specter (R) was a chief target of feminists angered 
by his interrogation of Anita Hill during last year's Supreme Court confirmation hearings for 
Justice Clarence Thomas. Fundraiser Lynn H. Yeakel readily acknowledged that she entered the 
race against Specter because she could "no longer stand by after this senator humiliated 
American women with his shameless performance" during the Thomas hearings. Specter 
survived, however, by a narrow 51 percent to 49 percent margin. 

Wisconsin: The defeat of Senator Bob Kasten (R) by liberal State Senator Russell D. 
Feingold (D) was not entirely unexpected, Kasten had never received more than 51 percent of the 
vote in either of his two previous Senate campaigns. Feingold's aggressive style and philosophy 
has been compared with that of Minnesota Senator Paul Wellstone (D), the erstwhile 
anti-Vietnam War activist and community organizer who scored an upset victory over 
Republican Senator Rudy Boschwitz in 1990. Feingold's platform called for enormous tax 
increases ($323 billion over five years), massive cuts in the defense budget ($220 billion), no 
reductions in the capital gains tax, and national health insurance. 

The House 

Alabama 6: Redistricting placed liberal five-term Representative Ben Erdreich (D) in 
one of the country's most Republican districts. Challenger Spencer Bachus, a conservative and 
former state GOP chairman, ran an aggressive campaign bolstered by the independent 
distribution of tens of thousands of TRIM Bulletins -- publicizing Representative Erdreich's 
liberal voting record -- by a local affiliate of the national TRIM (Tax Reform IMmediately) 
movement. Bachus, who championed "back-to-basics" education and traditional values in the 
classroom as a member of the State Board of Education, won with 54 percent of the vote. 

California 3: Conservatives were sorely disappointed when long-time conservative 
activist H.L. "Bill" Richardson, a former state senator and founder of Gun Owners of America, 
fell short in his bid to unseat liberal Representative Vic Fazio (D), chairman of the Democrat's 
campaign committee. Such conservative luminaries as actor Charlton Heston, former Lieutenant 
Colonel Oliver North, and commentator Patrick Buchanan had endorsed Richardson. As a critic 
of collectivism for over three decades, both in and out of public office, Richardson had 
aggressively championed efforts to preserve the Second Amendment, fight liberal abortion 
legislation, reduce oppressive government regulation, and cut taxes (he was in the forefront of 
the successful tax-capping Proposition 13 battle in the late 1970s). As for Congressman Fazio, he 
was cited as the "biggest spender" in Congress during 1991 by the National Taxpayers Union. 

Georgia 1, 4: State representative Jack Kingston defeated school principal Barbara 
Christmas (D) to become the first Republican to represent the Ist District in this century. 
Kingston boasts that during his eight years in the legislature he "never, ever voted for a tax 
increase." He favors school prayer and opposes abortion except in instances of rape, incest, or 
threats to the mother's life (but no federal funding). During the campaign, his opponent received 
support from a litany of national women's organizations and abortion "rights" groups. 

In District 4, former State Representative John Linder (R) triumphed over liberal State 
Senator Cathey Steinberg (D). Abortion was also the key issue here, with Linder siding with the 
unborn and Steinberg earning the support of such groups as the National Organization for 
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Women, the Women's Campaign Fund, and the National Abortion Rights Action League. 

Illinois 16: Until 1990, Republicans had represented this area since the party was 
founded in the mid-1800s, which meant that liberal Representative John W. Cox, Jr. (D), who 
captured the seat two years ago, had his work cut out this year. It was more than he could handle. 
The district's new congressman will be GOP lawyer Donald Manzullo, who has called for a 10 
percent across-the-board tax cut to stimulate the economy and who believes that the budget can 
be balanced by eliminating or privatizing many federal programs. 

Iowa 2: In another reapportionment-instigated contest petting two sitting congressmen 
against each other, conservative first-term Representative Jim Nussle (R), who compiled a 
cumulative Conservative Index (CI) average of 70 during the 102nd Congress, defeated liberal 
three-term Representative Dave Nagle (D) by less than 4,000 votes out of nearly 265,000 cast. 
The independent local TRIM committee, which had been publishing TRIM Bulletins since 1983, 
continued their education this fall by placing their fall/winter issue, complete with voting records 
of both congressmen, in the Waterloo Courier. 

Massachusetts 3: Representative Joseph D. Early (D) was one of the first abusers of the 
House bank named by the House Ethics Committee. He had amassed 140 overdrafts, and his 
campaign was downhill from there. He will be succeeded by conservative State Representative 
Peter Blute (R), who was rated 100 percent by Citizens for Limited Taxation. He is the first 
Republican to oust a sitting Democratic U.S. Representative in Massachusetts since the 1930s. 

Minnesota 6: In a contest featuring two candidates on opposite sides of the abortion 
issue, Representative Gerry Sikorski (D), who once claimed to oppose abortion but is now a 
vocal abortion "rights" advocate, went down to defeat at the hands of pro-life former television 
news man Rod Grams (R). Minnesota Citizens Concerned for Life played an important role in 
publicizing Sikorski's flip-flop on the issue. More than 38,000 TRIM Bulletins were also 
distributed to educate voters about other aspects of his record. 

Missouri 2: Representative Joan Kelly Horn (D) flaunted her abortion "rights" stance in 
1990 and was elected by 54 votes. This year, her bid for a second term was aborted by State 
House Minority Leader James M. Talent, one of the legislature's pro-life leaders. Meanwhile, 
TRIM activists distributed some 75,000 TRIM Bulletins door-to-door during the year. 

Montana: Reapportionment cost Montana one of its two congressional seats, forcing a 
showdown between conservative Representative Ron Marlenee (R) and liberal Congressman Pat 
Williams (D). During the 102nd Congress, Marlenee compiled a cumulative CI rating of 72, 
compared to Williams’ anemic 25. As noted by Congressional Quarterly, where "Williams 
champions the cause of organized labor, Marlenee takes a pro-business stance. Where Marlenee 
opposes abortion, Williams stands for abortion rights. Williams pushes for creation of lands to 
set aside as wilderness; Marlenee resists restrictions on land use." Also, "Williams led the fight 
against imposing obscenity standards for National Endowment for the Arts grants..." In what has 
been described as "Montana's great ideological war," the radical liberal agenda espoused by 
Williams carded the day by a margin of 50 percent to 47 percent. 

Virginia 6: This contest featured two candidates who had never held, or even sought, 
elective office. At stake was the seat being vacated by retiring Representative James Olin (D). 
Former congressional aide Robert W. Goodlatte (R) pledged to "oppose a// tax increases, 
period," and assured voters that he would oppose striker-replacement legislation and other 
self-serving planks of Big Labor's agenda. Virginia is a staunch right-to-work state. His 
opponent, insurance executive Steve Musselwhite, endorsed the striker-replacement bill, refused 
to answer a questionnaire sent by the National Right to Work Committee, and indicated his 
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willingness to consider tax increases. Goodlatte won with 60 percent of the vote. 
-- ROBERT W. LEE 


*** ISSUES ON THE BALLOT * ** 


Voters in 42 states, the District of Columbia, and the Virgin Islands approved or rejected 
232 statewide proposals and thousands of additional local measures. Involved were such 
controversial social and economic issues as taxes, abortion, homosexual rights, 
physician-assisted suicide, term limitation, capital punishment, and gambling. Here are the 
highlights: 

Abortion: The unborn suffered yet another setback as Arizona soundly rejected a 
proposition that would have banned abortion except in cases of rape or incest, and precluded the 
use of tax dollars to pay for abortion other than to save the mother's life. Maryland codified in 
state law provisions of the Supreme Court's 1973 Roe v. Wade decision that preclude government 
intervention to stop abortions prior to fetal viability. The purpose is to assure that the abortionist 
Roe v. Wade standard continues at the state level even if it is overturned by the High Court. 

Crime: The District of Columbia continued its long-standing tradition of rejecting 
effective crime-control measures by overwhelmingly rejecting a proposal that would have 
restored the death penalty for first-degree murder. In contrast, Nevada limited the appeals of 
death row inmates and other convicts, while New Jersey authorized capital punishment in the 
case of crimes that result in death, regardless of the intent to kill. New Mexico approved a 
Victims Bill of Rights, and North Dakota defeated a proposal to place limits on searches of 
vehicles by police. 

Environment: Ohio voted down a proposal to require warning labels on products or 
warnings regarding the release of substances thought to increase the risk of cancer. 
MaSsachusetts rejected a measure that would have required all packaging, beginning July 1, 
1996, to be either reusable, reduced in size, or made of recycled (or recyclable) material. 

Equal Rights Amendment: Iowa rejected a move to make it the 17th state to adopt a 
state-level ERA. 

Gambling: A pre-election article by the Chicago Tribune's James Coates noted that, 
according to experts on the subject, "recession-weary voters often embrace betting, hoping it 
may at least offer some hope for escaping diminishing economic prospects." On November 3rd, 
Georgia approved a state lottery to finance education, Mississippi removed its constitutional 
lottery ban, and Nebraska approved a state lottery. South Dakota defeated a move to repeal its 
video lottery and Kentucky legalized charitable Bingo games. 

On the flip side, Idaho banned all casino gambling, including that on Indian reservations, 
while Utah rejected a move to allow pari-mutuel gambling at horse race tracks. 

Health Care: California squashed by more than two-to-one an attempt to force 
employers to pay for basic health care for most workers and their families. 

Homosexual "Rights": Oregon rejected the highly publicized Measure 9, which would 
have declared homosexuality to be "abnormal, wrong, unnatural and perverse" and required 
government schools to teach that homosexuality is "to be discouraged and avoided." The 
measure would also have barred the state from banning discrimination based on sexual 
orientation. Elsewhere, Portland, Maine repealed a homosexual rights ordinance which its city 
council had passed in May, while Colorado barred state or local governments from enacting 
special protections for homosexuals. 

King Holiday: Arizona finally bowed to the intense pressure from left-wing 
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special-interest groups to which it has been subjected in recent years and approved a Martin 
Luther King, Jr. Civil Rights Day as a paid holiday for state workers. 

Physician-Assisted Suicide: California opted to forego the dubious honor of becoming 
the first state to approve physician-assisted suicide by rejecting a proposition that would have 
allowed a mentally competent, terminally ill adult to seek a willing physician's help in dying. 

School Vouchers: Colorado turned down a proposal to provide state vouchers to pay for 
government, private, religious, and home schools. Though backed by many conservatives, 
tax-funded vouchers are inevitably accompanied by statist controls, and are a sure way to bring 
non-government schools under government control. 

Taxes: Arkansas approved some property tax relief for its residents, Florida capped its 
property tax, Idaho refused to do so, and Oregon crushed a move to increase property taxes on 
property other than owner-occupied homes and reduce taxes for renters. Oklahoma approved a 
property tax limitation and defeated a health-care provider tax. South Dakota opted not to impose 
personal and corporate income taxes as a trade-off for reducing state sales and local property 
taxes. Wisconsin defeated an attempt to provide tax relief for homeowners and farmers. And 
Massachusetts imposed another 25 cents-per-pack tax on cigarettes, raising the levy to 51 cents, 
the nation's highest. 

Term Limitation: Fourteen states (Arizona, Arkansas, California, Florida, Michigan, 
Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, Oregon, South Dakota, Washington, and 
Wyoming) overwhelmingly voted to reduce their electoral options by imposing term limits for 
federal senators (12 years) and House members (from six to 12 years, depending on the state). 
All but California and North Dakota also limited the terms of state legislators, while Michigan 
and Ohio included other elected officials as well. Since the U.S. Constitution sets only age, 
citizenship, and residency standards for congressional candidates, state standards that attempt to 
limit federal terms are likely to be challenged in court on constitutional grounds. None of the 
term limits would affect current officeholders, and none would impact elections prior to 1998. 

-- R.W.L. 


Following are the new members of the next Congress. Republicans are italicized and 
Democrats are in regular type. An asterisk (*) indicates that the incumbent was defeated in the 
primary. Percentages indicate the "Conservative Index" score for the 102nd Congress. Some new 
senators have a "Conservative Index" score derived from their House voting records in the 102nd 
Congress. 


STATE/DISTRICT NEW CONGRESSMAN OLD CONGRESSMAN 
INCUMBENTS DEFEATED 
Senate 
Illinois Carol Moseley Braun Alan Dixon (30%)* 
North Carolina Lauch Faircloth Terry Sanford (19%) 
Wisconsin Russell Feingold Robert Kasten (48%) 
House 
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Alabama 6th 
Arizona Ist 
Arkansas Ist 
Arkansas 4th 
California 1st 
California 22nd 
Georgia 2nd 
Georgia 3rd 
Illinois Ist 
Illinois 2nd 
Illinois 16th 
Indiana 5th 
Kentucky Ist 
Maryland 6th 
Massachusetts 3rd 
Massachusetts 5th 
Massachusetts 6th 
Michigan 2nd 
Minnesota 6th 
Missouri 2nd 
Missouri 6th 

New York 2nd 
New York 12th 
New York 14th 
Ohio 6th 

Ohio 10th 
Oklahoma 5th 
Pennsylvania 4th 
Pennsylvania 8th 
Pennsylvania 15th 
South Carolina 4th 
Texas 23rd 


OPEN SEATS 
Senate 

California (full term) 
Colorado 

Idaho 

New Hampshire 
North Dakota 

Utah 

Washington 


House 
Alabama 2nd 
Alabama 7th 
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Spencer Bachus 
Sam Coppersmith 
Blanche Lambert 
Jay Dickey 


Ben Erdreich (33%) 

John Rhodes IIT (68%) 
Bill Alexander (13%)* 
Beryl Anthony (18%)* 


Dan Hamburg Frank Riggs (51%) 


Michael Huffington 
Sanford Bishop 
Mac Collins 
Bobby L. Rush 
Mel Reynolds 
Donald Manzullo 
Steve Buyer 

Tom Barlow 
Roscoe G. Bartlett 
Peter I. Blute 
Martin T. Meehan 
Peter G. Torkildsen 
Peter Hoekstra 
Rod Grams 

James M. Talent 
Pat Danner 

Rick A. Lazio 


R. Lagomarsino (65%)* 
Charles Hatcher (15%)* 
Richard Ray (41%) 
Charles Hayes (15%)* 
Gus Savage (25%)* 
John Cox Jr. (14%) 

Jim Jontz (24%) 

C. Hubbard Jr. (36%)* 
Beverly Byron (37%)* 
Joseph Early (29%) 
Chester Atkins (11%)* 
N. Mavroules (16%) 
Guy Vander Jagt(55%)* 
Gerry Sikorski (14%) 
Joan Horn (16%) 

E.T. Coleman (44%) 
Thomas Downey (13%) 


Nydia M. Velazquez Stephen Solarz (8%)* 
Carolyn B. Maloney Bill Green (18%) 
Ted Strickland Bob McEwen (75%) 


Martin R. Hoke 
Ernest Jim Istook 
Ron Klink 

Jim Greenwood 
Paul McHale 
Bob Inglis 


Mary Oakar (13%) 
Mickey Edwards (68%)* 
Joe Kolter (30%)* 

Peter Kostmayer (10%) 
Don Ritter (57%) 

Liz Patterson (42%) 


Henry Bonilla A. Bustamante (17%) 


Barbara Boxer (12%) Alan Cranston (9%) 


Ben Campbell (20%) 
Dirk Kempthorne 
Judd Gregg 

Byron Dorgan (32%) 
Robert F. Bennett 
Patty Murray 


Terry Everett 
Earl F. Hilliard 


Timothy E. Wirth (25%) 
Steven D. Symms (73%) 
Warren B. Rudman (43%) 
Kent Conrad (29%) 
Jake Garn (58%) 

Brock Adams (16%) 


Wm. Dickinson (51%) 
New District 
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Arizona 6th 
Arkansas 3rd 
California 6th 
California 10th 
California 11th 
California 14th 
California 25th 
California 30th 
California 33rd 
California 36th 
California 37th 
California 38th 
California 39th 
California 41st 
California 43rd 
California 49th 
California 50th 
Colorado 3rd 
Delaware 
Florida 3rd 
Florida 4th 
Florida 5th 
Florida 7th 
Florida 12th 
Florida 13th 
Florida 17th 
Florida 20th 
Florida 21st 
Florida 23rd 
Georgia Ist 
Georgia 4th 
Georgia 9th 
Georgia 10th 
Georgia 11th 
Idaho 2nd 
Illinois 4th 
Kentucky 6th 
Louisiana 4th 
Maryland 4th 
Michigan Ist 
Michigan Sth 
Michigan 7th 
Michigan 11th 
Minnesota 2nd 
New Jersey 7th 
New Jersey 8th 
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Karan English New District 

Tim Hutchinson J. Hammerschmidt (57%) 
Lynn Woolsey Barbara Boxer (12%) 

Bill Baker New District 
Richard W. Pombo — New District 

Anna G. Eshoo Tom Campbell (48%) 
Howard "Buck" McKeon New District 

Xavier Becerra New District 

Lucille Roybal-Allard | Edward Roybal (10%) 
Jane Harman Mel Levine (6%) 
Walter R. Tucker Mervyn Dymally (14%) 


Steve Horn Glenn Anderson (10%) 
Ed Royce Wm. Dannemeyer (90%) 
Jay C. Kim New District 

Mark A. Takano New District 

Lynn Schenk New District 

Bob Filner New District 


Scott McInnis Ben Campbell (20%) 


Michael N. Castle 


Thomas Carper (18%) 


Corrine Brown New District 

Tillie Fowler Charles Bennett (43%) 
Karen L. Thurman New District 

John L. Mica Craig James (63%) 
Charles T. Canady Andy Ireland (55%) 
Dan Miller New District 

Carrie Meek New District 


Peter Deutsch New District 

Lincoln Diaz-Balart New District 

Alcee L. Hastings § New District 

Jack Kingston Lindsay Thomas (22%) 

John Linder Ben Jones (16%) 
Nathan Deal Ed Jenkins (24%) 

Don Johnson Doug Barnard Jr. (37%) 
Cynthia McKinney New District 

Michael D. Crapo _ Richard Stallings(30%) 
Luis V. Gutierrez New District 

Scotty Baesler Larry Hopkins (66%) 


Cleo Fields New District 

Albert R. Wynn New District 

Dart Stupak Robert Davis (37%) 
James A. Barcia Bob Traxler (17%) 
Nick Smith Carl Pursell (53%) 

Joe Knollenberg Wm. Broomfield (51%) 
David Minge Vin Weber (57%) 

Bob Franks Matthew Rinaldo (38%) 


Herbert C. Klein 


Robert Roe (25%) 
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New Jersey 13th Robert Menendez Frank Guarini (22%) 
New York 3rd Peter King Norman Lent (48%) 
New York 4th David A. Levy Raymond McGrath (41%) 
New York 8th Jerrold Nadler Ted Weiss (13%) 

New York 24th John M. McHugh David Martin (42%) 
New York 26th Maurice D. Hinchey Matthew McHugh (9%) 
New York 30th Jack Quinn Henry Nowak (23%) 
North Carolina Ist Eva Clayton Walter Jones (16%) 
North Carolina 12th Melvin Watt New District 

North Dakota Earl Pomeroy Byron Dorgan (32%) 
Ohio Ist David Mann Charles Luken (42%) 
Ohio 13th Sherrod Brown New District 

Ohio 15th Deborah Pryce Chalmers Wylie (51%) 
Ohio 19th Eric D. Fingerhut Edward Feighan (13%) 
Oregon Ist Elizabeth Furse Les AuCoin (13%) 
Pennsylvania 6th Tim Holden Gus Yatron (25%) 


Pennsylvania 13th Marjorie Mezviosky L. Coughlin (31%) 


South Carolina 6th James E. Clyburn Robin Tallon (35%) 
Texas 28th Frank Tejeda New District 
Texas 29th Gene Green New District 
Texas 30th Eddie B. Johnson New District 
Utah 2nd Karen Shepherd Wayne Owens (16%) 
Virginia 3rd Robert C. Scott New District 
Virginia 6th Robert W. Goodlatte Jim Olin (24%) 
Virginia 11th Leslie L. Byrne New District 
Washington Ist Maria Cantwell John Miller (35%) 
Washington 4th Jay Inslee Sid Morrison (30%) 
Washington 8th Jennifer Dunn Rod Chandler (39%) 
Washington 9th Mike Kreidler New District 
Wisconsin 5th Thomas M. Barrett Jim Moody (17%) 


WORLD 
Hanoi Just Yet 
There has been a widespread spate of paeans and ringing expressions of relief concerning 
Hanoi's supposed new candor on the MIA issue. Is it time to give the devil his due? Well, the 
Vietnamese communist regime for several months has been quietly releasing on an accelerated 
scale more of the type of information it has allowed to trickle out over the years about American 
GIs missing or captured during the Vietnam War. In this case, a researcher named Ted 
Schweitzer -- who has long roots in Indochina -- was the funnel for the 4,800 photographs so 
dramatically revealed just before the U.S. elections. President Bush then announced that "Hanoi 
has agreed to provide us with all -- and I repeat, all -- information they have collected on 
American POWs and MIAs. This includes photographs, artifacts, detailed records on Americans 
who fell into Vietnam's hands." Calling the developments a "significant breakthrough," the 
President indicated in a late October Rose Garden ceremony: "Today, finally, I am convinced 
that we can begin writing the last chapter in the Vietnam War." 
Hanoi's "Cooperation" 
In fact, the thousands of photographs, which have proven to be of very limited assistance 


No Thanks to 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


thus far, according to officials, were not a direct part of that announced "agreement," and have 
been undergoing analysis for some time. It remains to be seen what this alleged complete 
cooperation will bring. 

The release of the photographs from Hanoi -- some of the voluminous evidence whose 
existence the Vietnamese communists have denied for two decades -- seems to confirm the 
deaths of four Americans previously listed as missing. Families of those identified in the photos 
have been notified, the Defense Department reports. The Pentagon also says it is trying to 
identify a few others from the pictures. 

This is the Pentagon's breakdown of the 4,800 photographs: After eliminating duplicates, 
there are 1,800, and of these the Pentagon already had copies of 600. Of the 1,200 or so left, 
some 700 are of crash sites, with few showing personnel. There are 272 photos of live POWs, 
almost all group shots of GIs in prison camps during the war -- such as those brought back from 
Vietnam by Senator John McCain (R-AZ), a former POW and member of the delegation that 
went to Hanoi in October. These pictures include 178 of Americans; of these, 160 have been 
identified as known prisoners by the United States. Two of these died in captivity, with their 
remains having been returned, while the other 158 came back in prisoner exchanges. The 61 
photos of bodies at crash sites include 31 individuals; of these, 23 had been previously identified 
(the remains of 12 having been returned earlier), six had been listed as "killed in action, body not 
recovered," while five were earlier listed as MIA. 

As might be expected, none of the evidence from Hanoi thus far indicates that Americans 
Gls survived the war in communist captivity. These photos have apparently allowed U.S. 
authorities to resolve a tiny number of "discrepancy cases," of individuals known to have been 
alive at one time in enemy territory or captivity. The special emissary for POW-MIA affairs, 
General John Vessey, has said for years that Vietnam had the capability of resolving in short 
order hundreds of such cases. 

The archives of the Vietnam Museum of the People's Army may show more. Or it may 
not. Senator John Kerry (D-MA), chairman of the Senate Select Committee on POW and MIA 
Affairs, stated in Los Angeles that he had no idea whether information would be forthcoming on 
live Americans in Vietnam, but suggested: "I kind of think it's not related to that as much as it's 
related to people who have died." 

It would seem premature to throw too many accolades in the direction of Hanoi for what 
it has done thus far. Quite the opposite, we would contend. What the Vietnamese Reds have 
proven is that they have been manipulative and deceitful for almost 20 years, inflicting cruelty on 
families in the U.S. in another version of the tortures with which they seem particularly adept. 

The Payoff 

The Bush Administration has already offered some limited rewards, including flood relief 
funds and health assistance. What the Vietnamese want even more is an end to the trade embargo 
which has been held against them since 1975, and for the U.S. to stop inhibiting the World Bank 
and International Monetary Fund from opening its purse strings. While President Bush indicates 
that diplomatic relations by the end of the year may be pushing matters, it is obvious that 
Washington is leaning in that direction. As Mr. Bush put it: "I'd like to see full relations. I'd like 
to see that nation become democratic and fit into ASEAN [Association of Southeast Asian 
Nations] and come along in the future." 

Did Hanoi feel it could strike a better deal with George Bush than with Bill Clinton? 
Perhaps. But the Establishment that runs so much of U.S. foreign policy is "above" partisan 
considerations -- which frequently has meant that "conservative" administrations are given the 
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job of making such "breakthroughs" with hard-liners such as Red China, the Palestine Liberation 
Organization, or Vietnam. Keep in mind also that the U.S. has made an open book to Vietnam of 
our own knowledge about what prisoners they might hold. Thus, by setting a low-end goal such 
as clearing up "discrepancy" cases, we make it easy for Vietnam to account for the dead. Any 
living now, or those left behind alive, become obstacles to business. 

Phony Alternatives 

Concerning such business, false alternatives are presented. On the one hand, we are told 
that for competitive reasons the U.S. must somehow outflank Japan in obtaining business in 
Vietnam; oil is high on the agenda. Others pushing for a new world order and normalization of 
relations with Hanoi say that Tokyo would like nothing better than for us to open the doors to the 
West. Japan, reported the Wall Street Journal for October 26th, "has worked behind the scenes 
to urge Hanoi to be more forthcoming with the United States. Tokyo also has told Washington of 
its eagerness to normalize relations with Hanoi, beginning with the release of Japanese aid for 
Vietnam that has been stuck in the pipeline for a decade. The Japanese are frustrated by the 
failure of the U.S. and Vietnam to resolve their differences." 

Those "differences" are called American servicemen -- who swore to stand by their 
country. Will their country stand by them? 

There is more at stake, as the Journal reminds those concerned about matters other than 
flesh, blood, and honor: "U.S. companies look on Vietnam, with its population of 70 million, as a 
rich market for consumer products and such other exports as earth-moving equipment, which 
will be needed to build Vietnam's infrastructure." 

The letting of contracts in the South China Sea is something that Hanoi would just love to 
provide for American companies. Or so one gathers from the United States-Vietnam Trade 
Council, whose director Virginia Foote has warned: "If Vietnam awards those blocks [of 
offshore oil concessions], that will pretty much be the end of the American role in development 
of the Vietnamese oil industry." 

One wonders what the policy of the international 011 companies might be when more 
"boat people" in their rickety craft drift by those drilling rigs. 

Even before the election, John McAuliff, director of the U.S.-Indochina Reconciliation 
Project, told the New York Times that the "interregnum period" for either Clinton or Bush could 
be used "for responding appropriately to the Vietnamese, to the legitimate pressures from 
American business and to pressure from our allies to cease using trade and the lending 
organizations as clubs to hit the Vietnamese for political reasons." 

Left Behind 

Speaking of clubbing, consider the dramatic recent testimony before the Senate 
POW-MIA committee by retired Air Force Lieutenant Colonel Donald Odell, who told the panel 
about how he was tortured by Cuban communists in Hanoi's camps. By his and other accounts, 
Castro's hoods were even more brutal than the Vietnamese -- which is saying something. For 
refusing to sign a confession of war crimes, said the colonel, "They hit me with a rifle butt in the 
base of my neck and fractured the fifth vertebra. I was paralyzed from the waist down [and] had 
little use of my arms and hands .... Luckily, they didn't sever the spinal cord." Odell credits a 
cellmate, who had been a physical therapist in civilian life, with extensive rehabilitation which 
allowed him to walk again, but only after a long six months. 

Moreover, the former POW described two prisoners held in the same compound with him 
who were so "severely tortured" by the Cubans they were not returned to the U.S. "The 
Vietnamese didn't want the world to see what they had done to them," the colonel said. One man 
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was in such a state of mental collapse, he recalled, he had to be force-fed. "They were broken 
men. The Vietnamese knew they couldn't survive by themselves. I don't really believe they'd be 
permitted to live." 

The colonel indicated that he had reported these facts upon his return to the United States. 
One of these prisoners, said Odell, has since been declared dead by the U.S. government and his 
remains were reportedly returned. But the other is still listed as MIA. "Prior to our release, they 
were taken away from us [in 1973] and placed in solitary confinement." Odell went on to say, "I 
think there's a good chance that other POWs ... were not released for the same reason." 

Yet, as Select Committee vice chairman Bob Smith (R-NH) pointed out, this seems to 
contradict the statement of a 1989 interagency report on POW/MIAs that contended that 
"returnees at Operation Homecoming in 1973 knew of no Americans who were left behind in 
captivity." In a memo to chairman John Kerry, Smith observed further that "cables from April 
1973 indicate that returning POWs knew of 156 who 'may have died in captivity.'" The 
committee, recommended Senator Smith, should "determine the accuracy of this statement" 
about none being abandoned and whether "it was the returnees or the government that stated the 
156 persons 'may have died in captivity."" 

At the time of the Paris peace accords, a number of top Americans -- some even now in 
the highest ranks of government -- knew that men had been left behind without a proper 
accounting. Indeed, Defense Secretary Elliot Richardson wrote as much to National Security 
Advisor Henry Kissinger (basing his letter on information from now Acting Secretary of State 
Lawrence Eagleburger, who was then Richardson's acting assistant secretary of defense). Said 
Richardson in a memo dated March 28, 1973, "Hanoi should be advised unequivocally that we 
still hold them responsible for the return of all POWs being held in Indochina," which included 
350 missing in Laos, since most of that country was then controlled by Hanoi, not Vientiane. 
Moreover, said Richardson, the Pathet Lao "should be told that we know they hold U.S. 
prisoners." Those men did not return. 

Recent Testimony 

Recent testimony by other former Nixon defense secretaries James Schlesinger and 
Melvin Laird also indicated that they thought the U.S. government left behind men when 
Indochina was abandoned. Laird stressed that some of the best information came in letters from 
POWs to their stateside families which indicated to analysts that there were large numbers of 
POWs (more than 470) that had not been on any of the lists provided by Hanoi. 

On March 29, 1973, President Nixon announced boldly to the nation that "all of our 
American POWs are on their way home," but he also alluded to problem areas in accounting for 
MIAs. Two days after that speech, the Defense Department was still listing 81 men on the 
"current captured" list, and even in May of that year -- after allowing for information gleaned 
from those who had returned -- 72 were still carried in the "current captured" category. The 
service secretaries, in fact, at the time wanted to add up to 75 cases to that current captured list, 
but that was denied by Deputy Defense Secretary William Clements, according to a deposition 
by Clements taken by the current POW-MIA committee. Clements himself, in a memo to the 
President on July 17, 1973, pointed out that of the 1,278 unaccounted for, "67 are officially listed 
as Prisoner of War based on information that they reached the ground safely and were captured." 
Said Senator Charles Grassley (R-IA) in floor remarks on October 5th, this bald statement "sums 
it up better than I could. It's as obvious as the smell of manure in the springtime in Iowa." 

Henry Kissinger, in his testimony this past September, manifested fury that anyone would 
believe the U.S. "knowingly" left POWs behind. Yet, he also admitted that "I can't let it stand 
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that we did not know they were holding POWs. We knew. We had inadequate accounting for the 
missing in action...." 

Kissinger bristled when Senator Kerry asked why bombing was not threatened at that 
time to force the return of our men. As a matter of fact, the Senate in 1973 actually voted to cut 
off all such authority for the President to threaten Hanoi. This was despite the fact that, as 
Senator Jesse Helms (R-NC) told his colleagues in 1973, "a goodly number of these MIAs may 
be in Cambodia and Laos, with at least 300 in Laos alone." 

In the face of all the above, and much more, the Senate Select Committee was misled by 
Bush Administration officials as recently as last year, investigators and others on the staff feel. 
According to the investigators, a top Slate Department representative, for example, whose 
testimony was backed up by ranking officials from the Defense Department and Defense 
Intelligence Agency, last year indicated that "he was not aware of any judgment at any time in 
the executive branch that there were Americans left behind in Laos or Cambodia." 

Signs on the Ground 

There are distressing indications that the Defense Intelligence Agency continues with its 
long-standing policy of trying to debunk any information that would show evidence of live 
American prisoners. Symbols picked up by satellite have long held intriguing clues that they may 
have been placed there by our men. For example, in a case cited by Senator Grassley, there was a 
four-digit number cut into a rice paddy in the mid-1980s which matches a classified authenticator 
number of a known MIA. But when officials of the Joint Services Search, Evasion, Rescue and 
Escape Agency saw photographs they considered credible of such digital indicators -- of which 
they found 19 -- the DIA "hammered the JSSA guys to change their story, and all the 19 have 
become shadows on the ground," according to a source. Actually, as Senators Smith and 
Grassley point out, the intelligence analysts would be hard-pressed to find signals that prisoners 
might be using because they were never briefed on the indicators which JSSA trainers had taught 
to pilots. 

There were sets of symbols detected in Laos that even the DIA couldn't explain away in 
recent testimony -- a message found in the Plain of Jars in 1973 and another that was discovered 
as recently as January 1988. The second symbol was picked up by surveillance apparently 
accidentally (it says "USA" in 12-foot letters with what is called a "Walking K" nearby, the latter 
a distress signal for downed pilots) in a field near Sam Neua in Laos. According to assistant 
defense secretary Duane Andrews, the latter symbols were not even analyzed by the Pentagon 
until 11 months after their discovery. Incredibly, the official surmised that they were likely 
etched into the ground by people other than American POWs. 

Senator Grassley has noted that even as the committee's charter is coming to its end, the 
CIA has given them access to but a fraction of its pertinent files. "We reviewed only 20 out of 90 
boxes of materials we have identified at the National Security Agency. DoD has not provided 
access to all of its documents. The military services, most notably the Navy, have been 
uncooperative in varying degrees." 

Has there been a breakthrough on the POW/MIA issue? Progress, perhaps. But 
breakthrough? Not by a long shot! 

-- WILLIAM P. HOAR 


WORLD Sweden's Second 
Thoughts 

On July Ist of this year, authorities in Sweden instigated an experimental program to 
enable sexually-harassed women to acquire bodyguards and mobile telephones at public expense 
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in order to deter men who pester them. Police in four regions will spend up to $1.8 million on the 
year-long pilot project. It is yet another indication of how far short of Shangri-La the socialist 
and "sexually liberated" Swedish welfare state has fallen, and how far the new non-socialist 
governing coalition has to go to turn things around. 

Since the 1930s, Sweden has been viewed by many left-leaning sociologists and 
politicians as a prototype that merits replication here in the United States. We have indeed 
followed Sweden's lead in many areas, which is one reason why we now face so many 
perplexing social problems that relate to erosion of the institution of the family. 

Writing in the July 1992 issue of the informative newsletter The Family in America, 
Rockford Institute President Allan Carlson, author of The Swedish Experiment in Family 
Politics, writes that the "experiment in family policy began in reaction to the sharp decline in 
Sweden's birth rate in the 1920-33 period," which collectivists blamed on alleged "negative 
incentives" of a liberal capitalistic system. They proposed a welfare state as the alternative. 
According to their blueprint, Dr. Carlson explains, "Swedish children would enjoy the benefits of 
state care," while "their mothers would be encouraged to pursue careers outside the home. 
Marriage would be stripped of its special legal status. State-provided health care for women and 
children, subsidized day care, clothing allowances, housing subsidies, paid parental leave, and 
various forms of free food, complemented by comprehensive economic planning, were among 
the government programs advanced 'to save the family." 

Socialist Assault 

In actual practice, such policies predictably worked to erode the family while expanding 
the reach and expense of government. By 1990, government spending accounted for 60 percent 
of Sweden's gross national product, and workers earning $35,000 or more paid more than 70 
percent in taxes. With the West's highest tax rate, and lucrative tax-funded vacation and parental 
leave policies, it is small wonder that by 1989 the average Swede was working only 31 hours a 
week, the least in the industrialized world. 

Corporal punishment (which entailed parental, as opposed to state, authority over 
children) was abolished, even as incest (which promotes the state goal of equality by making 
daughters equal to their mothers within the family circle, even with respect to sexual activity) 
was condoned. 

Since 1956, sex education has been compulsory in all Swedish schools. Teachers are 
required to assume a "neutral" pose and explain different moral codes without prejudice so that 
children may take their pick from an ethical smorgasbord. As Dr. Gdsta Rodhe, who headed the 
Department of Sexual Education in the Directorate of Schools more than two decades ago, once 
boasted: "We have no ethical standards in education, and no rules for sexual behavior .... We 
don't care at what age children start going to bed with each other as long as they are prepared .... 
The new school is not terrified of thirteen-year-olds starting sexual intercourse; what we are 
worried about is if they are not prepared." 

Sound Familiar? 

In comparison with other nations, Sweden ranks near the top in rates of suicide, 
illegitimacy, and drug and alcohol abuse. Socialist planners prefer to downplay such 
unpleasantries and focus instead on such indices as the country's relatively low infant mortality 
rate. But Sweden's pre-birth and later-in-life death rates are extraordinarily high. As Dr. William 
A. Donohue, professor of sociology at LaRoche College in Pittsburgh, asserted in The Family in 
America for November 1988, it "is the paradox of paradoxes that Swedish society 
proportionately kills many of its own people before they are born, then keeps most of those alive 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


who manage to get born, and finally watches an exceptionally high proportion of its adult 
population kill themselves off. A high abortion rate, low infant mortality rate and high suicide 
rate (especially among the elderly) is not exactly many people's picture of Shangri-La." 

In 1971, the Swedish government changed the tax system to eliminate income splitting 
and the joint return, and began taxing husbands and wives separately on salary and wage 
earnings. Dr. Allan Carlson explains that "the effect was to raise sharply the after-tax income of 
'two-career' couples, while cutting the net earnings of 'one-income' families and terminating the 
residual economic gains of marriage." It was a destructive process. "marking as it did the final 
dismantling of the old household economy resting on the shared community of husband and 
wife." 

The consequences of the tax collector's assault on the family were predictable. "Between 
1966 and 1970," Carlson recounts, "Sweden still averaged 51,368 marriages a year. By 1976-80, 
the average had fallen by 36 percent to 37,770." Cohabitation levels rocketed, "reaching 50 
percent among men ages 25-29," and the number of births "fell from 114,000 in 1971 to 91,000 
by 1983, a 25 percent plunge to a level well below the long-term zero growth level." By 1988, 
"over half of the births that did occur were outside of marriage." When broken marriages were 
combined with the break-up of cohabiting couples, Sweden "had the highest rate of 'couple 
dissolution’ in the world...." 

It also had the smallest average household size and the highest percentage of 
single-person households. As Rutgers University sociologist David Popenoe observed, while the 
Swedish welfare state "began with the goal of helping families," the "very acceleration of 
welfare-state power weakened the family still further." 

The Resistance 

Then encouraging indications of resistance to the destructive trend began to surface. The 
change was first reflected in birth statistics. Dr. Carlson explains: "From a low point in 1983, 
when Sweden's net reproduction rate hit .769 (1.0 means a generation is just reproducing itself), 
the number of births began a sustained rise. By 1990, there were 123,988 live births in Sweden, a 
35 percent increase in a mere seven years, producing a net reproduction rate of 1.027." For the 
first time since the 1940s, "Sweden had a positive native growth rate." 

In 1988, a modest change in Swedish law encouraged large numbers of Swedish couples 
(including many who were cohabiting) to marry, with startling statistical results. In 1988, Dr. 
Carlson states, "the number of marriages ... climbed to 106,473 (compared to 41,954 the prior 
year), an increase of 153 percent." In 1990, the changing attitude toward marriage "resulted in a 
20 percent surge over the prior year in the number of births recorded within marriage and the 
re-establishment of such births as the majority or normative phenomenon." 

It is likely that some of this upturn in the birth rate can be explained by Sweden's parental 
leave program which gives new Swedish parents up to 18 months of leave from work at nearly 
full pay. For a couples with good incomes, "this program is the equivalent of a $45,000 bonus for 
each baby." it amounts to a kind of highly paid vacation, and Dr. Carlson surmises that "a benefit 
at this level can indeed 'buy' babies, even in advanced societies, simply because the price paid is 
high enough to overcome other negative obstacles." But last year's political developments 
"suggest that something deeper is involved, as well: a shift in sentiments back toward the 
traditional family." 

Social Democrats Ousted 

In the September elections, the Social Democratic Labor Party, which had held office for 

all but six years since 1932 and had built Sweden's welfare state, received its lowest vote total 
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(37.6 percent) since the 1920s. It remains the nation's largest single party, but its support fell 
sharply from the 45 percent and 43.2 percent it received in 1985 and 1988, respectively. Control 
of the government was transferred to a coalition of center-right parties. "Significantly," Dr. 
Carlson notes, "the three parties which showed the greatest increase in electoral support in 1991 
were those putting the traditional family first in their social programs." 

The Moderate Party, the largest component of the coalition, received 21.9 percent of the 
vote last year (up from 18.3 percent in 1988). It is led by Prime Minister Carl Bildt, who 
emphasizes the principle of subsidiarity. Derived from Roman Catholic teaching, subsidiarity 
holds that social tasks should be performed by the smallest available units (the family before the 
neighborhood, the neighborhood before the local government, the local government before the 
national government, etc.) 

The Party's 1990 manifesto, Ideas for Our Future, outlined a program that would, 
among other things, transfer existing child and family benefits into a "welfare market" based on 
vouchers and other methods of choice; establish a new child benefit for pre-schoolers designed to 
give aid to all qualifying families (rather than just those who use state-subsidized day care); and 
implement a quasi-voucher plan for children that would enable religious and other groups to 
establish new schools and allow state aid to "follow the pupil." 

Dr. Carlson explains that by "championing family choice, the Moderate Party manifesto 
sees the family threatened solely by bureaucracy and the state. When bureaucracy holds sway, 
the party reports, the family loses 'stability, independence, and integrity.’ "In contrast, the party 
views the competitive marketplace as a wholly positive help to families." The Moderates place 
great emphasis "on the division between workplace and home as a necessary ingredient of 
economic expansion," and so reject as hopelessly reactionary "the possibility of actually 
returning some functions (such as education or food preparation) to the home...." In this respect, 
Dr. Carlson laments, "the Moderate embrace of 'modernity' is not far different from that of the 
Social Democrats." 

Christian Democrats 

Another segment of the pro-family coalition, the Christian Democratic Social Party, was 
first organized in 1964 after religious instruction was abolished from the Swedish state schools. 
It received 7.1 percent of the vote in this year's elections, a startling increase over its previous 
high of 2.9 percent (in 1988). Dr. Carlson notes that this party, in "contrast to the strong 
anti-socialism and heavy emphasis on markets pushed by the Moderates ... sees the social danger 
lying in materialism, which can negatively affect both government and markets. 

"In their approach to the family issue, then, the Christian Democrats are less hostile to the 
‘correct' use of state authority and more suspicious of capitalism unbound." The party's 1989 
Idea Manifesto included "a strong endorsement of natural family sovereignty" and emphasized 
"the need for rebuilding a real economic role for the family, in conjunction with its authentic 
emotional bonds." The Manifesto concludes with the assertion, "It is an important goal to give 
back to the family an independent control over its own domain of life. Not as a 'gift' from big 
brother, but as a consequence which follows out of the natural view of the foundations of 
society." 

The Party favors the reform of marriage laws to eliminate cohabitation as a semi-legal 
form of marriage and endorses measures that would delay divorce to give marriages a chance to 
heal. It denounces as unjust the policy that favors day-care centers over home care for 
preschoolers. 

While critical of the anti-family impact of the 1971 tax change, the Christian Democrats 
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do not call for its repeal, but instead advocate a new tax deduction amounting to about $850 per 
child. They would also end the state's school monopoly by, for instance, giving parents the right 
to found new schools, with per-child state support equivalent to the government-school 
expenditure. They have not, however, adequately addressed the problem of the government 
controls that would inevitably accompany such state aid. The party also seeks to infuse the 
Christian ethic throughout both state-run and private schools. 

New Democrats 

The New Democratic Party, organized in early 1991, shocked most analysts by receiving 
nearly 6.7 percent of the vote to secure 25 seats in parliament. Though not a formal member of 
the ruling coalition, its votes, Dr. Carlson observes, are "needed on critical questions if the 
conservative coalition is to survive." The fledgling party urges that the state sector be sharply 
reduced, that taxes be slashed, and that bureaucratic interference in private lives be terminated. 

"While still struggling for philosophical coherence," Dr. Carlson notes, "the New 
Democrats' program combines distrust of the state apparatus -- regardless of the ideology 
currently in power -- with a practical awareness of the special needs and burdens of families 
raising children that the marketplace cannot, by itself, resolve. If the party can sustain itself 
beyond the initial burst of protest, it could offer a better 'third' path for the renewal of Swedish 
family life." 

A Long Way to Go 

Dr. Carlson concludes his overview of the promising developments in Sweden cautioning 
that there is yet a long way to go to reverse six decades of destructive welfare-state erosion of the 
traditional family. Indeed, despite "all of this new public enthusiasm for the family, a strange 
devotion to (or uncertainty before) aspects of the Swedish social revolution remains. At this 
point, for example, no political party is willing to challenge the 1971 tax reform, which marked 
the final triumph of feminist radical individualism, shifted income taxation from a household to 
an individual basis, and so discouraged one-income families and a commitment to home 
production." 

Also, the "odd concept of 'children's rights' retains a peculiar hold on Swedish 
conservatives .... Even the Christian Democrats employ the language of children's rights, 
advocating for example a state system of 'child ombudsmen' who will 'defend children's interests 
within all sectors of society,' even relative to parents, it seems." 

Dr. Carlson speculates that such inconsistencies "may derive in large part from Sweden's 
long history of socialist intervention," and in any event, the "surprise ought not to lie in the few 
examples of lingering statism that have crept into conservative programs, but rather in the ability 
of human society to fight back against corrupting ideologies." 

On September 19, 1992, the Washington Times reported that "Sweden, its economy in 
tatters, sagging under a 500 percent interest rate and battling with money-market speculators, 
closed political ranks yesterday behind a stiff austerity program." The Times noted that after 
"nearly 60 years of unbroken role, Sweden's socialists ... left behind welfare excesses, a 
burgeoning budget deficit, a vast and unwieldy public sector, and rising unemployment." 

Happily, as Dr. Carlson notes, the people of Sweden, at long last, seem to be "charting a 
return to the natural social order, which they instinctively know must begin with the 
reinvigoration of the family." They have a long road to travel, and we wish them well. 

-- ROBERT W. LEE 


THE RIGHT ANSWERS 
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Q. Who got to vote in the recent elections in Kuwait? 
-- B.L., New Berlin, WI 


A. The early October vote in Kuwait, a country ruled by the Sabah family since the 18th 
century, was for elections to a new parliament. The previous National Assembly had been 
dissolved in 1986. One had to be a first-class citizen in order to vote -- which, in this case, meant 
being a man, 21 years or older, from a family that had been in the country since 1920. Qualifying 
under those conditions were some 70,000 men, about 13 percent of the population, 

There were some 278 candidates for 50 seats in the new assembly. By some reckonings, 
as many as 35 of the new members could be construed as members of the "opposition" forces, 
including 18 or 19 backed by Islamic fundamentalists; the loyalists in the parliament are for the 
most part leaders of various Bedouin tribes. Don't look for women in parliament soon. On the 
other hand, as The Economist has noted, for "the foreseeable future, it will be the only state on 
the Arab rim of the Gulf with an elected parliament...." 

Q. Did John Kennedy suffer from an incurable disease? 

-- R.Y., Nampa, ID 


A. Though he and his family repeatedly denied it, John F. Kennedy did suffer from the adrenal 
gland insufficiency known as Addison's disease. At the time it could have been fatal, but was 
treatable with drugs -- treatments that caused mood swings. The Kennedy clan did not want the 
public to be aware of any of this and, when rumors about Addison's would surface, would issue 
statements that Jack was having trouble with a recurrence of malaria -- trying to resurrect the war 
hero image that Ambassador Joseph Kennedy had contrived for his son. 

Earlier this year, two doctors who took part in the Kennedy autopsy after his 
assassination broke their silence on this subject. It was reported in the Journal of the American 
Medical Association (JAMA) that Kennedy's adrenal glands were almost completely gone. An 
editorial in JAMA wondered whether Kennedy would have been elected were it known that he 
had "suffered for 13 years from an incurable, potentially fatal, although fully treatable disease 
and that there were potentially serious adverse effects of treatment." 

Q. Did Willie Horton endorse anyone for President this year? 

-- W.R.A., Hazleton, PA 


A. The cause célébre of the 1988 election, Willie Horton, endorsed Governor Michael Dukakis 
the last time. After all, the convicted murderer had been let out on furlough by the Massachusetts 
governor, allowing him to rape a woman in Maryland and stab and torture her husband. This year 
Horton backed Bill Clinton. From his Maryland prison cell (authorities in Maryland refused to 
extradite him lest he be furloughed again), Mr. Horton told the London Sunday Telegraph: "I'm 
touched by what the Democrats are doing and how they're coming together again." 

Q. Who is the world's richest man? 

-- P.H., Merrydale, LA 


A. The Sultan of oil-rich Brunei, whose family on the island of Borneo is reputed to be worth 
$37 billion, is said to be the wealthiest man alive. The sultan and his family are helped around 
their nation, which is smaller than the state of Delaware, with the assistance of the world's largest 
collection of Rolls-Royces -- 137 of them. 


Q. Do all states give welfare mothers more money for more children? 
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-- P.O., Lyon, KS 


A. While there are several different styles of welfare reform being tried by the various states, 
New Jersey earlier this year became the first state to draw the line and not increase payments for 
women on welfare if they have additional children. A 10-month grace period was built into the 
legislation so women pregnant at the time would not be affected. 

Q. Was there any threat to the U.S. Olympic basketball team when it was playing in Spain 
earlier this year? 

-- W.T., Lansdowne, PA 


A. Head coach Chuck Daly was rightfully concerned about potential problems. And security 
director for the National Basketball Association, Horace Balmer, was not taking any chances. He 
worked with the governments of Spain, France, and the U.S. to prevent anything such as 
happened to Israeli athletes in the 1972 Olympics. This was apparently the main reason that the 
U.S. basketball players stayed in a downtown hotel, where nobody was allowed in without an ID 
from USA Basketball. According to Balmer, Basque terrorists "are known for parking a car with 
a bomb in it outside a building. But nobody was allowed to park a car or a truck outside our 
hotel." In an article by sports columnist Dave Anderson of the New York Times, Balmer was 
further quoted: "Hundreds of Basque separatists were locked up in French jails to make sure they 
wouldn't disrupt the Olympics." If that were to happen in the U.S. when the Games come to 
Atlanta, the ACLU would go ballistic. When it happened in Europe, few heard about it. 


Q. How does AIDS rate among the top killers in the country? 
-- C.U., Gresham, OR 


A. The National Center for Health Statistics reports that there are eight killers more common 
than AIDS in the U.S. Heart disease accounts for 33.2 percent of deaths, followed by cancer, 
23.8 percent; stroke, 6.7 percent; accidents, 4.2 percent; lung disease, 4.1 percent; 
pneumonia/flu, 3.5 percent; diabetes, 2.3 percent; suicide, 1.4 percent; and AIDS, 1.4 percent. 
We must have missed all those pneumonia activists outside the White House chanting "shame" 
because not enough federal dollars have been spent on them. Consider that the Bush 
Administration has ordered the halting of $100 million in federal payments to the Westchester 
Medical Center in Valhalla, NY, saying it violated anti-discrimination laws by not hiring a 
pharmacist, infected with the HIV virus, to a job involving handling intravenous drugs. 

-- WILLIAM P. HOAR 


AMERICAN OPINION The Pilgrims 


Weren't Socialists 
ANDREW LANE 
They preferred individual responsibility 


This American Opinion is condensed from an article which appeared in the November 24, 1976 


issue of The Review of the News, a predecessor of THE NEW AMERICAN. 


When next you sing the Hymn of Harvest Home, "think kindly of our Pilgrim Fathers, 
for they were not "communists with a small c" nor any other kind of communists, Some 
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conservative editors and commentators in recent years have given the impression that the 
Pilgrims were starry-eyed idealists intent upon founding a socialist utopia in the wilderness. One 
such editor, zealous to refute socialism, has written: "Socialism is not a new experiment in the 
United States. Neither is Communism. The Socialist community was tried by the Pilgrims in 
New England over three hundred years ago. The dream of the Pilgrims didn't work and the 
Mayflower Compact was a total failure." 

That is nutshell history as spurious as it is brief. It misrepresents the purpose of the 
Pilgrims and the results of their heroic strivings. It derives from a superficial appraisal of a 
statement by Governor William Bradford and a partial reading of the copious records left by the 
literate Pilgrims. 

Stated in the simplest terms, and in their own language, the Pilgrims purposed to lay a 
good foundation for propagating and advancing the Gospel of the Kingdom of Christ in remote 
parts of the world. In order to make that possible, they sought financial backing from a group of 
venture capitalists in England. While in Holland, the Pilgrims gave much consideration to what 
part of the world they would settle and finally decided upon Northern Virginia, above Jamestown 
but below the Hudson River. Negotiations with a syndicate called the Merchants and 
Adventurers of London dragged on for three years. Finally in 1620 the Pilgrims wound up on the 
wrong end of a bad bargain. 

Socialism was never "the dream of the Pilgrims." They needed no Adam Smith to spell 
out for them the merits of free enterprise and the necessity for individual responsibility. The 
business purpose of the expedition was to found a fishery. The Merchant Adventurers agreed to 
take care of the shipping and to fund the provisions. A contract was drawn up detailing the terms 
of the repayment and profit sharing, but when the Pilgrims arrived in England from Holland they 
discovered the terms had been altered, much to their hurt. Sadly, "necessity having no law, the 
emigrants were constrained to be silent." 


There were three factions aboard the Mayflower: the Separatists or Saints from Leyden in 
Holland; the colonists from London, called "Strangers," recruited by Thomas Watson, prime 
mover of the Merchants and Adventurers; and, the ship's crew, who disliked both. 

The contingent of Separatists from Leyden had crossed from Holland to England in their 
small vessel misnamed the Speedwell. It was purchased to be used as transportation and for 
fishing in the new settlement, She proved a balky ship, heeling way over and soaking her 
passengers on the short trip. They were seasick and drenched when the Speedwell pulled into 
Southampton harbor and docked alongside the Mayflower with its complement of "Strangers" 
from London. The two groups, unknown to each other but bound together in a perilous 
undertaking, had only a short time to get acquainted before new problems cropped up. 

Christopher Martin, a Puritan, had been named expedition treasurer. He could not get 
along with the Leyden agents, Deacons Robert Cushman and John Carver. And they were having 
trouble getting along with each other. There was little cooperation in buying provisions and, as a 
result, the Mayflower was stocked with two tons of butter, hardly any guns, and little to use in 
trade with the Indians. 

Thomas Weston, the London adventurer, was denounced as a "bloodsucker" for changing 
the terms of his agreement and he stomped off to London when the Leyden leaders refused to 
sign the new agreements. He vowed the Pilgrims would not get another cent from the Merchants 
and Adventurers. That was a heavy blow because the Speedwell captain refused to sail until the 
vessel's rigging was changed and that would cost money. 

Pleas for help were sent to Weston but he kept his word and sent the Pilgrims nothing. To 
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clear port they had to sell some of their provisions, including most of their butter, leaving them 
short of supplies. 

On August 15th the Mayflower and Speedwell put to sea with the passengers on the two ships 
totaling about 120. They sailed rapidly for two days before a stiff wind. Then the Speedwell, its 
captain said, became "open and leakie as a sieve." The ships put back to Dartmouth where the 
Speedwell was dry-docked for nearly three weeks. The passengers on the Mayflower were so 
unhappy that Christopher Martin, acting as governor on that ship, refused to let anyone ashore 
for fear they would not return. Toward the end of August, Mayflower and Speedwell put to sea 
again. They were more than 300 miles out when the Speedwell reported it was leaking and "must 
bear up or sink at sea." 

This time the ships put in to Plymouth, England, where it was decided to go on without 
the Speedwell. The Mayflower would take as many passengers as it could, but 20 would have to 
be left behind. There were, by that time, plenty agreeable to do so, Deacon Cushman among 
them. On September 16th, the Mayflower set out alone. The Pilgrims had no Speedwell for 
fishing, they would arrive too late for planting, and they had few arms for hunting. Unless 
Thomas Weston relented there would be no future expedition with additional provisions and 
help. If they turned back, they would lose everything and be in worse poverty than ever. Saints 
and Strangers alike agreed to sail on and trust in God. 


There were 102 passengers aboard -- 50 men, 20 women, and 32 children -- with a crew of 40. 
Only 16 Leyden men had agreed to Weston's new terms. With them were 11 wives and 19 
children. The rest came from London except one from Southampton, the handsome, strapping 
20-year-old John Alden, a barrelmaker, hired on a one-year contract to teach the Pilgrims to pack 
their catches, and four sailors under similar contract to teach them to fish. 

Captain Christopher Jones set his course along the 42nd Parallel, a bearing that would 
carry him to Cape Cod where he intended to swing south to Northern Virginia territory, near the 
Hudson River. 

As week after boring week passed, tensions rose. The Saints and Strangers bickered at 
each other and the crewmen detested all. The crew cursed them with "greevous execrations" and 
their worst tormentor among the sailors said he expected to bury half of them at sea and "make 
merry with what they had." When, later on, he died in delirium the Saints looked on it as the 
"just hand of God upon him." 

Halfway across the ocean, the point of no return, the Mayflower ran into fierce 
equinoctial storms. In one, the main beam amidships parted. Captain Jones, fearful for the safety 
of his ship and crew, was about to turn back to England when Francis Eaton, a carpenter, located 
the jackscrew he had brought along to be used in house building. With a few turns of the screw 
the broken ends of the beam were forced into position, two strong timbers were added as props to 
hold it in place, and the ship was once again sound and on her way to Virginia. 

In another storm, John Howland sought relief from the fetid lower deck and was swept 
overboard. The ship happened to be trailing some halyards, which Howland grabbed and hung on 
to, although "he was sundrie fathoms under water." Howland was pulled in with a boat hook but 
was "something ill" from the experience. Despite the storms, the hazards, the crowding and the 
poor food, only one Pilgrim died during the voyage -- William Butten, a young servant of Dr. 
Samuel Fuller, counterbalanced by the single birth of a son to Stephen and Elizabeth Hopkins, 
who named him Oceanus. 

The remarkable health record, in a day when ships on such expeditions often lost half 
their passengers, has been attributed to the Mayflower's never before having carried passengers. 
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She was called a "sweet ship," with seepage from earlier wine cargoes having impregnated the 
timbers and sterilized the hold. 

" After long beating at sea, they fell with that land which is called Cape Cod." Though "not a 
little joyful" at their landfall off what is now South Wellfleet, the Pilgrims still were a long way 
from establishing a colony. Shortly after sighting land on November 19th, Captain Jones headed 
the Mayflower south toward Virginia. By mid-afternoon the ship had fallen "among the 
dangerous shoals and roaring breakers" of Tucker's Terror, now known as Pollak Rip. The ship 
seemed in such great danger that Jones turned about to spend the night off Chatham. On the 20th, 
the Pilgrims sailed north to seek a fair harbor described to them by Robert Coppin, the second 
mate, who had been in New England waters before. 

They hove to off the tip of the Cape on the night of the 20th and sailed on the next 
morning into what is now Provincetown Harbor. An unnamed rebellious element among the 
passengers had no desire to spend their lives in "travailes and labours" for the Merchant 
Adventurers of London. They said that when they got ashore "they would use their own libertie, 
for none had power to command them, the patente they had being for Virginia and not New 
England, which belonged to another government, with which the Virginia Company had nothing 
to do." 

Before anyone was allowed ashore, however, the Leyden Saints tried to meet the 
explosive situation with a formal document that laid the "first foundation of their government in 
this place." As soon as it was decided to make a landing on Cape Cod, the London faction began 
quickly advancing the doctrine that, since the colonists were to land without a patent, every man 
was a law unto himself. He could live in the forest alone, work or play, fish or hunt, and do his 
will irrespective of the wishes of his associates. That doctrine of each person doing as he pleased 
so strongly appealed to the Strangers and bound servants that it threatened to divide the colony. 

The seditious talk, coming to Master Carver's ears, caused him to seek the counsel of 
Brewster, Bradford, and Standish, the Leyden men who were the real movers of the voyage. 
Seeing their colony in jeopardy, they reread a long and wise letter from their pastor in Leyden, 
John Robinson, suggesting that each adult male in the colony should have a voice in the 
government of the colony just as they had in the affairs of the church. They then prepared the 
"Mayflower Compact." A bridle of some sort had to be slipped over the heads of the Londoners, 
a compromise being impossible as one faction was for role, while the other stood for breach of 
contract and anarchy. 

The Compact was written on Friday, the Mayflower arrived in what is now Provincetown 
Harbor on Saturday, and the formal signing took place that morning. Nothing is more evident 
from the record than that, in drawing up the document, the Saints were merely defining what, in 
their circumstances, it was absolutely necessary to do. As a practical matter, the giving to every 
man the right of voting -- the choosing of their own officers by the entire body of men, and the 
discussing of their affairs in town meetings -- laid the foundation for a totally new system of 
government. It is probable that the Pilgrims, in this instance as in others, little foresaw or 
contemplated the momentous results of an arrangement dictated at the time by stern necessity. 

On November the 21st, before they came to the harbor, Bradford remarked that 
"observing some not well affected to unity and concord, but who gave some appearance of 
faction, it was thought good there should be an association and agreement that we should 
combine together in one body, and to submit to such government and governors, as we should by 
common consent agree to make and choose; and set our hands...." 

Among the colonists were three distinct divisions of society: gentlemen, commoners, and 
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servants. On the dock you would hear Master Carver, Master Winslow, Master Hopkins, so that 
in addressing gentlefolks it was "Master this," and "Master that." But the commoners were called 
plain Francis Cook or Thomas Rogers or Degory Priest. Being on different social planes as they 
were, and yet making themselves equals in civil government, was an important innovation. Of 
the 41 men and servants who agreed to sign away their rights and have them returned with 
limitation that morning, Edward Dotey and Edward Leister, who were servants of Master 
Stephen Hopkins, were the last. Of the 65 men and boys on board, 25 did not sign -- but they 
were sons of those who had given their allegiance or men too sick to do so. 

The Pilgrims were a diverse agglomerate, many illiterate, but they showed an 
extraordinary political maturity. They established a government by consent of the governed with 
just and equal laws for all. They also negotiated a treaty with the Indians which was kept 
scrupulously and which assured peace to the struggling colony for more than half a century. 
Deeply in debt to the London Merchants who sponsored them, they worked for more than 20 
years as individuals and a community to liquidate the crushing burden. They borrowed money 
with which to buy out the shares of the Merchants and Adventurers in 1627, and by 1645 they 
had paid off the entire debt at the astronomical interest rate of 45 percent. 

The colonists had intended to become fishermen to meet their debts, but they never did. 
By early training and inclination the leaders among them were all farmers. They tried fishing, but 
their little sloop proved inadequate and their nets faulty. Their profits came from farming, and 
they then expanded into furs, cattle dealing, and trade. In the process they established posts 
which later became the sites of four other settlements: Augusta on the Kennebec River in Maine, 
Castine on the Penobscot in Maine, Windsor on the Connecticut River in Connecticut, and 
Bourne on Cape Cod. 

All of those developments came slowly. In the meantime it took a month after reaching 
Provincetown to locate the site of their first settlement at Plymouth. Bradford's History Of 
Plimoth Plantation is a daily account as exciting as Robinson Crusoe and almost as inspiting as 
the New Testament account of the acts of the earliest Christians. 


The first explorers landed at Plymouth on December 21, 1620, but weather delays kept the 
others from seeing their new home until a week later. It was Saturday morning, January 2nd, 
before a storm abated sufficiently for a working force to go ashore with felling axes to cut 
timbers for the common house. Governor John Carver, accompanied by Stephen Hopkins, who 
had been in Virginia and was familiar with the latch pines, used for foundation logs, carried a 
felling ax, marking the trees that were to be cut. While the two notched trees, the others began 
cutting them. 

Most of the Leyden men, farmers in their boyhood days, knew the knack of sending an ax 
into the heart of a tree. While the chips were flying and the sound of axes echoed through the 
woods, a sharp lookout was kept for savages. Myles Standish wished to set sentinels round the 
choppers, but there were so few men, and so much to do, that they decided to take their chances 
against attack. Their matchlocks stood close by with sparks in readiness. 

Gentlemen, commoners, and bonded servants worked side by side. Even the Elder 
Brewster and the gray-haired Carver worked at felling trees and cutting branches from them. 
Standish, too, labored with the lowliest. By noontime, a long line of men, dragging a log, came 
towards the clearing, their bodies bent forward and straining at every nerve. Every few moments 
the end of the log would strike an obstruction, or else dig its way into the ground, causing the 
men to stop with a jerk. Having gained their breath, they would again strive with their load until 
stopped by exhaustion; it was drudgery of the hardest kind, but every man had hold of the rope. 
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Having neither horses nor oxen, they were themselves compelled to take the placers of animals. 

Simply to state that work on the common house began two days later, and was finished 
all but the thatching on January 19th, eclipses the human element -- the Herculean effort 
involved, the devotion and death of Degory Priest, for example, who gave his every last ounce of 
energy to the project. 

Hardly had work on the common house begun when it was decided that "every man shall 
build his own house thinking by that course, men would make more haste than working in 
common." Though there were 24 married men, only 18 had their wives with them and Mistress 
Dorothy May Bradford had accidentally drowned while the ship was anchored in Provincetown 
Harbor. There were thus fifteen single men. Since all could not build houses, the leaders divided 
the colonists to make 19 households, with each group expected to build a dwelling. The sites 
were determined by casting lots. 

Having completed the common house, the colonists began building a small house to be 
used as a storeroom for their tools and provisions. They also had to build a house for the sick. 
With the exception of a corncrib or barn, built just before harvesting their crop the following 
summer, those were the only buildings built by all hands for common use. 

By the middle of February there were four family huts completed. Many of the colonists had 
made beginnings, but sickness prevented them from finishing. The path was littered with big and 
little timbers, dragged with infinite toil from the forests by men now too feeble to carry on. 
These lay where they had been dropped, many never to be moved by the hands that had brought 
them so far. With the winter came chili winds and frost: still, it was mild as winters go in New 
England. Unfortunately, influenza is more prevalent in such a winter and the dreadful scourge of 
sickness and death set in. The great sickness filled the sick house to overflowing with men, 
women, and children. The common house was likewise filled with beds of rough boards to keep 
the feeble off the clay floors. 

During that time the Pilgrims and the sailors alike were struck by the "general sickness." 
Nearly half of the settlers and sailors died in the cold, rainy, and snowy weather when their 
rations were meager, their shelter scant, and the work load more than their weakened bodies 
could stand. "They died sometimes two or three of a day ... and ... in the time of most distress 
there was but six or seven sound persons, who spared no pains, night or day, but with abundance 
of toil and hazard of their own health, fetched them wood, made them fires, dressed their meat, 
made their beds, washed their loathsome clothes, clothed and unclothed them." 

Four entire families were wiped out, only three married couples were left unbroken, and 
only five of eighteen wives survived. The children fared best. The 29 single men, hired hands 
and servants, were hard hit with 19 of them dying. And in the midst of their travail, "ye Indeans 
came skulking about them." 

Though the Indians had done nothing harmful or threatening, except to steal a few 
unguarded tools in the forest, the settlers were ill at ease with the idea that unseen eyes were 
watching them. They were in the midst of a military planning conference on Friday, March 26th, 
when a tall brave, carrying a bow and arrow, walked boldly down the path straight toward the 
common house where the meeting was being held. 

"Welcome, English, welcome," he kept repeating. 

The Pilgrims were dumbfounder and the Indian, who said his name was Sameset, 
explained that he had traveled from Monhegan Island, a day's journey by canoe to mainland and 
three days journey on foot to Plymouth. He astonished them more by asking for some beer. 
Having used up their supply, the Pilgrims gave him "strong water" and sat down to listen to his 
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story -- how the Patuxet tribe that lived in their clearing had been overwhelmed by the "plague" 
of 1617, completely wiped out except for one, the true owner of the land on which the plantation 
now lay. His name was Squanto and he had survived by having been kidnapped in 1614 and 
transported to England, where he learned to speak English even better than Sameset, who had 
learned what he knew of it from English explorers and fishermen at Pemaquid. 

Sameset later brought Squanto and the news that the great chief Massasoit, who ruled the 
entire area, was coming. The arrival of the chief diverted the Pilgrims from Squanto, who was to 
become their best friend. Sameset disappeared from Pilgrim records and apparently went back to 
Maine, but Squanto stayed, "and was their interpreter. and was a special instrument sent of God 
for their good, beyond their expectation. He directed them how to set their corn, where to take 
fish, and to procure other commodities, and was also their pilot to bring them to unknown places 
for their profit, and never left them till he died." 


By fall the Pilgrims had seven houses and four common buildings. At the common house, 
ready for shipping back to England, were great piles of wainscoting and clapboards, all sawed by 
hand and borne from the forests on the backs of the men. Their corn crop was good, though the 
peas were not worth harvesting. Fowl and fish were plentiful. Those who survived were all 
restored in health. They had food, shelter, and peace with the Indians. It hardly seemed possible 
that order and plenty could come out of such misery in such a short time. For all this they were 
thankful. 

The spirit of peace and contentment prompted Governor Bradford to declare a season of 
thanksgiving. When the granary was under roof and the harvest safely gathered, Elder Brewster 
on the next Sabbath proclaimed that beginning with the following Tuesday there would be 
several days of grace and feasting in accordance with the custom of harvest festivals in the North 
Country of England. 

Massasoit was invited and showed up with 90 of his people on Wednesday and stayed for 
four full days. 

The feast lasted several days longer than originally planned as the Indians ranged the 
woods and brought in five fat deer to prolong the merriment. They had never had such eating and 
drinking and would have reveled in staying all winter, but, after the noon feast on Saturday, the 
governor took Massasoit by the hand bidding him "Farewell." Some of the Indians made faces at 
the command to depart, but the king after much talk gathered all his subjects about him. They 
were escorted down to the brookside and given a salute by gun volley as they disappeared along 
the deer path. 

The following week the ship Fortune arrived from London bringing 35 new settlers. They 
received an enthusiastic welcome but the merry tunes were soon changed to graver notes when 
the colonists learned the new arrivals had brought nothing but the clothes on their backs. Most of 
them were young lads who had sold even their extra clothing at Plymouth, England for money to 
enjoy the pleasures of the port. They put a fearful strain on the slender supply of food and 
contributed to the famine that bedeviled the colony that winter, spring, and early summer. 

The savage Narragansett also threatened the settlement, necessitating the building of a 
palisade. A wall of pine logs, eight feet high, was constructed. To the drudgery of the day was 
added guard duty at night. That spring, the colony was bothered by wolves coming down the 
path, over-running the cornfields at night, digging up the fish which had been planted to fertilize 
the corn with so much labor during the day. They caused so much trouble that a guard had to be 
set over the cornfields as well as over the palisade. 

By the first week in June the corn in store was exhausted and famine stared the colony in 
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the face. The ducks, turkeys, and other wild fowl were gone, migrated for the season. One could 
range the shore and forests without hearing chatter. The fish, like the fowl, had also gone -- to 
cooler and deeper water. Though ample enough in the spring and autumn months, fish were 
scarce in the summer. 

The summer days came on apace and grew hotter. A fierce drought developed. When the 
second week without rain went into the third, and the third into the fourth, even the Indian allies 
began to prophesy coming evils. 

On learning that the Sparrow, with a whole fleet of fishing vessels, lay at anchor 40 
leagues to the north, Governor Bradford sent Winslow to try to get a supply of provisions. His 
utmost exertions obtained only enough to supply a little bread each day until harvest. On his 
return the distress had become extreme. 

Had it not been for the clams, alewives, and tidal crabs which they were able to take by 
hand, the Pilgrims would have perished from starvation. The Indians, boasting how easy it would 
be to cut them off in their enfeebled condition, insulted them over their weakness; and even their 
ally, Massasoit, now looked on them coldly. 

New trials awaited the Pilgrims, requiring the fullest exercise of their prudence and firmness; 
and this time they arose neither from sickness, famine, nor Indian hostility, but from the 
misconduct of their own countrymen. About the end of June 1622, two vessels, the Charity, and 
the Swan, arrived at the settlement, dispatched by Thomas Weston to establish a settlement on 
his own private account somewhere in the neighborhood of Plymouth. As had too often 
happened in the colonization of Virginia, the men sent out were mostly destitute of 
industriousness, economy, or principle; "so base," to quote the words of one contemporary in 
describing them, "as in all appearance not fit for an honest man's company." Evils hitherto 
avoided by the strict integrity and unyielding firmness of the Pilgrims in their dealings with the 
Indians were now brought upon them by the reckless, cowardly, and dishonorable behavior of 
this new body of settlers. 

Because Weston had once been among the most zealous friends of the Plymouth 
colonists, they thought themselves obliged to do all in their power to further his objectives. They 
treated the newcomers with hospitality consistent with their slender and precarious supplies. But 
the self-denial which the Pilgrims imposed upon themselves was too irksome to the selfish 
strangers who, not satisfied with the largest allowance of flour consistent with the little store on 
hand, basely stole the green corn, prematurely exhausting the resources of their hosts. At length, 
they moved to a spot called Wessagussett, in Massachusetts Bay, where they decided to plant 
their colony. The Pilgrims were glad enough to see them go, but unhappily they departed only to 
work greater mischief at a distance. 

The arrival at the end of August of two other trading vessels, the Discovery and Sparrow, 
furnished the colonists with a welcome opportunity to obtain knives and beads to exchange with 
the Indians. Except for this providential supply, they would have been worse off than ever, not 
only having a scant store of corn for the ensuing winter but having no means of carrying on 
barter. 

The wanton and lawless conduct of Weston's people soon produced a conspiracy between 
the Massachusetts and Paomet Indians to cut off the whole body of the English. On one of his 
expeditions in search of corn, Captain Standish had a very narrow escape from the knife of an 
assassin. During his absence, news reached Bradford that Massasoit was deathly ill. He sent 
Winslow, Hobomack (Squanto's runner), and others to see if they could help. They did save his 
life and he, in gratitude, exposed the plot among the Indians to exterminate all the white settlers 
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along the coast. 

Standish, with eight of the most courageous and trustworthy men at Plymouth, set out for 
Wessagussett and nipped the conspiracy in the bud by slitting the throats and decapitating four of 
the murderous ringleaders. Having broken up the confederacy by hacking it off at the top, 
Standish returned to Plymouth carrying with him the head of the bloodthirstiest conspirator, 
Wituwamat, which he set on a pike at the fort to terrorize the neighboring Indians. So deep an 
impression did Standish make by this bold move that the sachems involved in the plot fled to 
distant hiding places and the colony was delivered from further apprehension of attack. 

It is regrettable that the Pilgrims were driven to such an act of summary vengeance by the 
misconduct of others, for their own dealings with the Indians were ever humane and 
conscientious. But there can be no doubt that the colonists were menaced with destruction, that 
Standish would have been murdered but for a providentially sleepless night, and that the 
ringleaders of such a plot deserved death. 


Thus, through manifold trials bravely met, the colony survived into the month of April 1623. 
April found the settlers still struggling with the same hardships and privations which had beset 
them at intervals ever since their landing. The whole of their corn save what was reserved for 
seed was exhausted, and there appeared but little prospect of any immediate relief. Since their 
escape from starvation seemed wholly to depend upon the success of the coming harvest, they 
determined upon a new course. 

In order to stimulate individual exertion, and "considering that every man, in a measure 
more or less, loveth and preferreth his own good before his neighbour's," it was decided that each 
should work for his own private benefit and not for the common good. The land was, therefore, 
equally divided among the colonists and they commenced their labors in the hope of an abundant 
return. 

Bradford at this point wrote in his journal the often misinterpreted passage which 
follows: 

The experience that was had in this comone course and condition, tried sundrie years, and 

that amongst godly and sober men, may well evince the vanitie of that conceite of 

Platos & other ancients, applauded by some of later times; -- that ye taking away 

of propertie, and bringing in comunitie into a comone wealth, would make them 

happy and florishing; as if they were wiser then God. For this comunitie (so farr 

as it was) was found to breed much confusion & discontent, and retard much 

imployment that would have been to their benefite and comforte. For ye 

yong-men that were most able and fitte for labor & services did repine that they 

should spend their time & streingth to worke for other mens wives and children 

with out any recompence. The strong, or man of parts, had no more in devission 

of victails & cloaths, then he that was weake and not able to doe a quarter ye other 

could; this was thought injuestice .... 

Brighter days now dawned for the Pilgrims. They had nobly borne the trials of the first 
settlement and persevered in spite of hardships and difficulties that would have overwhelmed 
others whose faith and patience were less deeply rooted. And their noble endurance was, at 
length, appreciated by the Company in England, which wrote, "Let it not be grievous to you, that 
you have been instruments to break the ice for others who come after with less difficulty. The 
honour shall be yours to the world's end." 

Although Pastor Robinson himself was prevented from entering the promised land, a 
large number of the Leyden exiles eventually found the means to join their brethren at Plymouth 
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and to take part in the success of that enterprise which had been undertaken in prayers and tears, 
and carried out at the cost of such toil, suffering, and mortality. The work they had proposed to 
themselves at Leyden, "to lay a foundation for the kingdom of Christ in these remote parts of the 
world," was accomplished. They had no further ambition, for their treasure was in heaven; nor, 
with their simplicity of heart and singleness of aim, could they foresee the acclaim destined to 
clothe their names with glory, nor the extent of the great Republic that would commemorate 
them by perpetuating their festival of Thanksgiving. 

The Pilgrims left no doubt about their preference of God's way, that of individual 
responsibility in enterprise over communal ownership and control. Would that their spirit were 
dominant today! The world hath need of it. 


CULTURAL CURRENTS Conquistador's 
Thanksgiving 

Multiculturalists rarely ignore an opportunity to dispute established history. One 
multiculturalist custom is to condemn traditional holidays as events rooted in bigotry and 
violence, and to suggest that our society devise more "inclusive" commemorations. A 
little-known alternative Thanksgiving celebration provides an opportunity for such a 
transposition. There is just one catch: To the dismay of multiculturalists, the revised 
Thanksgiving holiday would remain rooted in Christian tradition. 

In 1598, Spanish explorer Don Juan de Ofiate led an expedition north through Mexico 
into what is now Texas and New Mexico. Ofate's force consisted of some 400 men, many of 
whom brought their families along. Among Ofiate's men was found Captain Gaspar Perez de 
Villagra, who provided an eyewitness account of the journey in an epic poem published in 1610. 

The expedition was provoked, in part, by the death of three Franciscan missionaries, who 
(in Ofiate's words) "suffered a martyrdom at the hands of the Indians which they did not deserve, 
for, having been well received and admitted by the Indians into their homes, and having 
remained there among them to preach the Gospel, and after learning their language, the Indians 
turned on them and, contrary to natural law, returned evil for good and cruelly martyred them." 

Ofiate explained that "another reason [for the journey] is the need for correcting and 
punishing the sins against nature and against humanity that exist among these bestial nations." 
The phrase "sins against nature" refers to sexual aberrations -- including, but not limited to, 
homosexuality. But the Ofiate excursion was not primarily punitive in nature. 

Conquest and Evangelism 

As described by Ofiate, the expedition was one of both conquest and evangelism. He 
insisted, "The work must be done because it is the will of God that all people be saved." 
Temporal considerations were also invoked by the explorer; he desired "that these peoples may 
be bettered in commerce and trade; that they may augment the number of their occupations and 
learn the arts ... that they learn to live like rational beings [and] govern themselves with justice 
and be able to defend themselves from their enemies." Ofiate saw his role as that of upholding 
Christian principles and establishing justice. 

As with many European explorers, Ofiate manifested unalloyed devotion to the rule of 
law, even at personal expense. The Spanish party brought with them at least 7,000 head of 
livestock. Save for that portion of the livestock which was lost to attrition, the animals were kept 
intact until a permanent settlement was established. The contract signed by Ofate stipulated as 
much, and Ofiate believed in the sanctity of a promise. That belief, which was shared by his 
followers, survived profound trials. 

During one seven-day period, Ofate's band plodded stoically beneath an unforgiving sun 
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without receiving a single drop of rain. The group's despair was expressed in prayers. Villagra 
records: "Suddenly, without the least warning, one-half of the cloudless sky became blackened 
while the sun continued to shine down in all its glory. Without a single clap of thunder and 
without a single bolt of lightning, the clouds of heaven opened and poured down a regular deluge 
of water. The entire army and all their animals quenched their thirst. Without this God-sent rain, 
surely the entire army would have perished." 

The explorers were motivated not only by ambition and an appetite for exploration, but 
also by faith, and they recognized the beneficent influence of Providence. Villagra recalled: "We 
advanced ... trusting in God to bring us with safety to the river's shore ... traversing vast and 
solitary plains where the foot of Christian had never trod before." That faith was fortified by the 
miraculous deluge, but the trials of Ofiate's followers came in crescendo. 

Trials of Faith 

Villagra noted, "Our provisions gave out, and we were obliged to subsist on such edible 
weeds and roots as we found." Bound by a promise, the Spaniards refused to slaughter their herd, 
choosing instead to dine on the same weeds that were fed to their livestock. The merciless terrain 
reduced the explorers' clothing to pathetic rags and wore through the soles of their shoes. 

While the body of the expedition struggled with such hardships, a vanguard was sent 
ahead in a desperate search for the river. After traveling four days without water, the scouting 
party had reached the limit of human exertion. Palsied with fatigue and nearly blind from the 
relentless sun, the scouts finally espied the river on the fifth day -- April 20, 1598. When the 
group reached the water, two of the horses drank so heartily that their sides burst. 

A few days later the rest of Ofiate's army arrived. Ofiate assembled his followers, recited 
to them a record of their accomplishments, and decreed a period of rest -- that is, a Sabbath -- 
and prepared for a festival of Thanksgiving. 

Five men were selected to find a crossing place along the river. While thus engaged the 
advance party discovered an Indian camp. Although they were unarmed, the Spaniards made 
contact with the Indians and invited a few of them to visit the Spanish camp. Ofiate clothed the 
Indians and sent them back to their community laden with gifts. Shortly thereafter, a larger group 
of Indians visited the Spaniards, bringing with them a generous bounty of fish. 

The First Thanksgiving 

Ofiate ordered that a chapel be constructed under a nearby grove. On April 30th, a Mass 
was celebrated, sermons were spoken, and a play entitled La Toma was performed. The play 
depicted the labors of Spanish friars among the "simple natives" of the Americas. This festival of 
Thanksgiving, which anticipated the Plymouth celebration by 23 years, took place along the 
banks of the Rio Grande near present-day El Paso. 

It should be recognized that Ofiate's party prefigured America's ethnic diversity. 
Although most of his men were Spaniards or Portuguese, there were also Greek, Dutch, and 
Black individuals within his party. The practice of exogamy, which is considered repugnant by 
racial bigots, was very common among the Spanish in America, and Ofate's family life reflected 
that fact. His wife was a granddaughter of Hernan Cortez and a great-great granddaughter of the 
Aztec ruler Montezuma. 

As could be expected, a friendly rivalry has developed between El Paso and Plymouth 
over competing claims to the first Thanksgiving. After a fashion, this modern tourism dispute 
continues the 16th-century rivalry that led to Ofiate's excursion. Queen Elizabeth I of England 
and King Phillip I of Spain both had colonial designs on the New World, and the 
accomplishments of Francis Drake led the Spanish viceroy to recruit Ofiate as the governor and 
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colonizer of New Mexico. 

Some have suggested -- not altogether facetiously -- that the calendar be changed to 
recognize April 20th or 30th as Thanksgiving, but of course this isn't necessary. On the 
traditional day Americans can remember Governor William Bradford and Don Juan de Ofiate, 
and if our appetite is adequate to the task we can have both turkey and stuffing and enchiladas 
and frijoles for our Thanksgiving feast. 

Culinary considerations aside, Thanksgiving is an appropriate time for reflection upon the 
religious legacy that can unite Americans -- not only the descendants of New England's Puritans 
and New Mexico's Catholics, but also Jewish Americans, whose religious traditions keep alive 
the memory of the Israelite Pilgrims who followed Moses to a Promised Land. Perhaps no other 
holiday illustrates more clearly America's indebtedness to the Judeo-Christian tradition -- and 
our dependency upon the Author of our freedoms. 

-- WILLIAM NORMAN GRIGG 


LETTERS OF THE REPUBLIC Government 
Giveaways: A to Z 

Government Assistance Almanac: 1991-92, by J. Robert Dumouchel, Washington, DC: 
Foggy Bottom Publications, 1991, 799 pages, hardcover. 

No one would dispute that the use of certain narcotics, especially opium and its 
derivatives, can cause an insidious physical and psychological addiction. In the 19th century, 
with the invention of the hypodermic syringe and needle and the widespread use of morphine (an 
opiate) for pain control, drug addiction in western countries began to grow. Yet, since it was kept 
in check by the strong moral tone of that age, it did not become a social problem of any great 
significance. Drug addiction only became a danger to the underpinnings of our society in recent 
decades, with the decline in adherence to traditional notions of morality. 

Socialism, in its essence and by its very nature, is the ideological equivalent of an opiate. 
When individual morality and civic virtue are strong, there is little appeal in the blandishments of 
socialism. It is only when these things are weak that socialistic ideas become attractive. 
Socialism, like a narcotic, induces short-term feelings of well being. These feelings spring from 
comforting delusions that one is economically secure and relieved of important responsibilities. 
Moreover, socialism is highly addictive. Once hooked, it is exceedingly difficult for a people to 
escape its clutches. 

Government Goodies 

The present, very weighty book advertises itself candidly as a guide to federal grants, 
loans, benefits, subsidies, scholarships, fellowships, and other government goodies. Listed within 
the star-spangled covers of the Almanac are the addresses and phone numbers of over 4,000 
government offices where economic "uppers" and "downers" are dispensed. And while this is 
indeed a profoundly disturbing volume, inasmuch as it details our nation's descent into socialistic 
addiction, nonetheless we must note that the book does contain an occasional useful bit of 
information. 

For example, page 3 confirms what THE NEW AMERICAN has been saying for years, 
which is that although the public believes "that the number of federal programs has decreased in 
recent years, there has actually been a steady net increase." The author drives home the point by 
listing the total number of available federal assistance programs during each year since 
1984:1984 - 989; 1985 - 1,013; 1986 - 1,025; 1987 - 1,052; 1988 - 1,117; 1989 - 1,157; and 1990 
- 1,183. 

The book is truly comprehensive. There is everything from A ("Academic Research 
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Enhancement Award") to Z ("Zoonotic Disease Damage Control"). There are giveaways for both 
doctors (Migrant Health Centers Grants) and lawyers (Office of Civil Rights). There are schemes 
for the poor (Family Support Payments) and the rich (National Endowment for the "Arts"), for 
the old (Senior Environmental Employment Program) and the young (Head Start), and for the 
ignorant (English Literacy Program) and the brilliant (National Science Foundation). One will 
discover programs for the brave (Veterans Benefits Administration), the foolish (United States 
Institute of Peace), and the downright loony (Mental Health Services to Care for Cuban Entrants 
in Federal Custody). 

Let us assume, for example, that you wish to grow tobacco. Our government wishes to 
encourage you to grow tobacco and, therefore, you are likely eligible for a direct loan from 
Uncle Sam. Pick up your Government Assistance Almanac and turn to item 10.051 on page 32. 
The text explains that producers can obtain "non-recourse loans against the support price for 
their crops, which serve as collateral." In other words, if the price of tobacco drops below the 
support amount guaranteed by Washington, you merely turn the crop over to the Feds and that 
will repay the loan. If, on the other hand, the price is above the support amount, you sell it in the 
marketplace, make your profit, and pay off the loan. That is almost a risk-free proposition. Just to 
make it even more free of risk, the text indicates that you may also obtain government-subsidized 
crop insurance to protect your tobacco against drought, fire, freezes, and other natural 
occurrences. You will be happy to know that, while your tobacco is growing, your government 
will be implementing other programs that will assure you market protection and promotion. 

Warning Label Needed 

The paradox is that, having spent millions to encourage you to raise a huge tobacco crop, 
the same government is giving other folks millions to discourage and combat tobacco use under 
such programs as "Community Coalition Projects to Support Health and Human Services Needs 
for Minority Males," "Preventive Health and Health Services Block Grants," and several others. 
This is only one of many cases where the government sponsors programs that are diametrically 
opposed to other programs. It is as if the purveyors of the narcotic of socialism are making 
absolutely sure that the maximum number of people are trapped. 

We must take care not to blame the publisher of this book for enumerating all of the 
foolishness that Americans have allowed their elected officials to write into law. Still, in the 
judgement of this reviewer, there should be a caveat printed on the outside of the book which 
would say something like this: "Warning: Use of this book may cause crippling dependency and 
may be extremely hazardous to the mind. character. and soul." 

-- FR. JAMES THORNTON 


LETTERS OF THE REPUBLIC A 
Dangerous Repeat of History 

"Gun Control": Gateway to Tyranny, by Jay Simkin and Aaron Zelman, Milwaukee: 
Jews for the Preservation of Firearms Ownership, 1992, 135 pages, 8" x 11" softcover, $19.95. 
Available from JPFO, 2872 South Wentworth Avenue, Milwaukee, WI 53207. Phone orders: 
(414)769-0760. Add $2.95 for shipping and handling. 

One of history's clearest lessons is that dictatorship thrives where the people are 
disarmed. The experience of Nazi-era Germany is especially instructive. Many secondary 
sources have described Adolf Hitler's self-serving gun control policies, but the complete texts of 
the pertinent statutes have not been readily accessible to researchers and others. Now, thanks to 
the efforts of Jay Simkin and Aaron Zelman of Jews for the Preservation of Firearms Ownership, 
they are. 
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"Gun Control": Gateway to Tyranny includes translations of the authentic original texts 
of Germany's April 12, 1928 (pre-Nazi) "Law on Firearms and Ammunition" and implementing 
regulations, and Hitler's March 18, 1938 "Weapons Law" and implementing regulations, 
accompanied by a side-by-side comparison of the 1938 Nazi statute with the 1968 Gun Control 
Act approved by the U.S. Congress and President Lyndon B. Johnson. Other relevant documents 
are also included, with all German texts faithfully reproduced from the Reichsgesetzblatt, 
identified by Simkin and Zelman as "the pre-World War II German government's equivalent of 
the U.S. government's Federal Register." 

Prelude To Terror 

The pre-Nazi 1928 law required registration of anyone having anything to do with 
firearms or ammunition. Licenses to purchase and carry firearms were restricted to persons of 
"undoubted reliability," as defined by government authorities. Those ineligible to own firearms 
had to surrender their weapons. The 1928 law, say Simkin and Zelman, was "enacted by a 
freely-elected government" anxious to "disarm the law-abiding majority, whom they feared." 

In the elections of March 5, 1933, the Nazis received only 44 percent of the vote (17.3 
million of 39.2 million votes cast). They captured 288 seats in the 647-seat parliament, and were 
forced to form a ruling coalition with the Nationalists, who had won 52 seats. On March 23rd, 
the new parliament voted to give Hitler "emergency" powers, and there would not be another 
election in Germany until after World War II. 

The Hitler Twist 

The Hitler gang employed the 1928 gun control law to disarm their opponents and 
thereby preclude armed resistance. In 1938, they conjured up their own law to further assure that 
there could be no broad-based challenge to their power. "It ensured," Simkin and Zelman note, 
"that only Nazis -- and their friends -- could own or carry weapons, especially handguns." While 
the "Nazis inherited 'firearm registration," they "easily turned it into 'firearm confiscation. 

Section II, Paragraph 3, Part 5 of the 1938 law asserted that a license to manufacture guns 
"must not be issued if the applicant -- or if one of the persons proposed for the commercial or 
technical management of the business -- is a Jew." Section IV dealt with the "Acquisition, 
Carrying, Possession, and Importation of Firearms and Ammunition." Paragraph 12 asserted that 
a "firearms acquisition permit is not needed by," among others, "Officials of the central 
government, the states, the German Central Bank, and the German Superhighways (Autobahnen) 
Company...." Also exempted, under Paragraph 19, were those "to whom a firearm is supplied for 
official purposes," including persons "in service of the central government" and "the states," "the 
S.A. [Stormtroopers]," and "the SS [Blackshirts]." 

On November 11, 1938, "Regulations Against Jews' Possession of Weapons" were 
issued, paragraph one of which asserted that Jews "are prohibited from acquiring, possessing, 
and carrying firearms and ammunition, as well as truncheons or stabbing weapons. Those now 
possessing weapons and ammunition are at once to turn them over to the local police authority." 
Paragraph two provided that "firearms and ammunition found in a Jew's possession will be 
forfeited to the government without compensation." 

As journalist Alan Slang once observed after reviewing the Nazi gun control decrees, 
"what had happened here ... was that a bunch of Socialist criminals had grabbed the government 
of Germany, and then they issued a law saying that they -- the criminals -- could have guns, but 
the people could not. Law-abiding Germans had allowed themselves to be disarmed by a 
Socialist gang, and now there was nothing legal they could do about it." 

Hitler's domestic disarmament program served him well. Simkin and Zelman note that 
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the "only armed effort to over-turn the Nazis -- an attempt to kill Hitler on 20 July, 1944 -- was 
launched by disenchanted Nazi insiders, not by ordinary people." 
The American Connection 

Comparing the 1938 Nazi law with the 1968 U.S. Gun Control Act reveals that the 1938 
Nazi law exempted only Nazi party organizations and government officials from the law's 
restrictions, while the U.S. law exempted government entities from controls which applied to 
law-abiding citizens. And the Nazi law converted gun ownership into a privilege granted by the 
government to select persons, just as the U.S. law (on the basis of federal control over inter-state 
commerce) sought to convert a constitutionally guaranteed right into a mere privilege for those 
who might meet government-imposed strictures. These and other similarities lead Simkin and 
Zelman to conclude that, when differences arising from the U.S. federal system are taken into 
account, "the U.S. Gun Control Act of 1968, as amended, appears to track closely the Nazi 
Weapons Law of 1938." 

The authors speculate that the escalating drive for domestic disarmament within the 
United States will entail at least four key elements. First, and most obvious, "every 
firearm-owner will be required to get a 'Firearm Owner Identity Card' issued by the Federal 
Government," which will include a photograph and fingerprints. It can't happen here? 
Massachusetts, Illinois, New Jersey, and most recently Alameda County, California have already 
adopted such identification procedures. 

Second, "access to ammunition and re-loading components ... will be controlled," and 
"restrictions will be ‘justified’ mainly on ‘health’ or 'environmental' grounds .... "It can't happen 
here? Recently, the American Medical Association endorsed Senator Daniel Moynihan's (D-NY) 
scheme to impose a 1,000-percent tax on certain common types of ammunition to finance study 
of the health aspects of gun violence. 

Third, "access to firearms will be taxed away," and "penalties for evading this tax will be 
very severe." It can't happen here? The authors note that "America's first nationwide 'gun control! 
law, the National Firearms Act (1934) was a tax measure. It imposed a $200 tax on the transfer 
of certain devices..." 

Finally, "the Secretary of the Treasury will re-define the term 'sporting purpose’ to slash 
your right to own whole classes of firearms." It can't happen here? The authors note that the 
importation of military-type firearms, seldom used by the criminal element, is "now allowed only 
if 'military features' -- such as pistol grips, bayonet lugs, and 'flash suppressors' -- are removed, 
as these features are not needed for ‘sporting purposes." 

Personal Experience 

A number of revealing interviews and reports are included in this important pro-gun 
compilation, including the JPFO special report Dial 911 and Die!, which summarizes sundry 
state and federal court decisions confirming that, under U.S. law, the police are not legally 
obligated to protect the average citizen. 

There is an interview with Mr. Theodore Haas, a survivor of the Dachau concentration 
camp, who pointed out that "the German people had been so conditioned to be law abiding, that 
they would never consider buying an unregistered gun. The German people really believed that 
only hoodlums own such guns." He declared: "There is no doubt in my mind that millions of 
lives could have been saved if the people were not 'brainwashed' about gun ownership and had 
been well armed. Hitler's thugs and goons were not very brave when confronted by a gun." 
Asked what he would say to young people who will soon be eligible to vote, Haas replied: "Vote 
only for politicians who trust the people to own all types of firearms, and who have a strong 
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pro-Second Amendment voting record." 

In another interview, Mr. H.L. Cahn, who was an inmate in one of the Auschwitz 
concentration camps when the SS guards abandoned it as American troops advanced toward it 
near the end of World War II, explained how he "had the good fortune to be in the hospital and 
managed to fake sufficient weakness to be left behind." Once the SS were gone, Mr. Cahn 
"hastened to the armory, where I discovered hundreds of heavily damaged rifles of many types 
and thousands of rounds of ammunition. By a process of cannibalization [salvaging parts from 
many weapons], I managed to assemble three Carcano carbines and a couple of hundred rounds 
for each." 

Two days later, when German troops returned to liquidate the 900 sick inmates that had 
been left behind, "we opened fire, and had the satisfaction to see some fall and others flee." 
Members of the German detachment "later testified that they had been ordered to execute all 
detainees remaining .... They were, however, received at the gate by a storm of fire and had 
losses. Most important, the unfamiliar sound of the Italian rifles had given them the impression 
that our camp was already in Allied hands. Life or death of some 900 human beings had been 
decided by three firearms and a handful of people who 'knew how to handle them."" 

A third interview describes the role that gun control played in effecting the genocidal 
massacre of 1.5 million Armenians by Ottoman Turkish overlords during World War I. Setrak 
Derovakimian, who survived, describes how seven Turkish soldiers were able to force 500 
villagers into the wilderness because "Christians were not allowed to own guns in Turkey." He 
further observed: "You know, before the Young Turks came to power in 1908, they also talked 
about a New World Order. They gave us all sorts of jazz like 'peace on earth,' ‘equal rights for 
minorities,' brotherly love,' 'the days of the Ottoman barbarism are over' and all that kind of 
script talk .... After all the promises the Young Turks made, look what we got." 

And finally, a JPFO report entitled Gun Control: A Threat to Jews and to Righteous 
Gentiles argues that "Jewish Law clearly demands we defend innocent life and have the means to 
do so"; that "Jewish History clearly shows that disarmed Jews were always horribly victimized;" 
that "Jewish gun control advocates are self-destructive"; and that "gun control makes Jews 
vulnerable to those who hate us." 

* ** * 

Simkin and Zelman remind us that "in the past century, deliberate mass exterminations of 
civilians ... have occurred only where 'gun control’ prevailed...." One of the book's final pages is 
the classic JPFO flyer portraying Adolf Hitler with his famous arm-extended Nazi salute, 
captioned: "All in favor of gun control raise your right hand." 

-- ROBERT W. LEE 


GUN REPORT 


Ammo Tax 

Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan (D-NY) has proposed a 1,000 percent federal tax on 
three types of cartridges (9mm, .25, and .32), except for sales to governments. The tax would 
fund a special center to study the causes and effects of gun violence as a health issue. He is 
expected to introduce legislation to impose the tax after the new Congress convenes in January. 

On October 23rd, Dr. George Lundberg, editor in chief of the Journal of the American 
Medical Association, endorsed the taxing scheme during a Senate committee hearing. Lundberg 
told the panel that the proposed center would be a good idea, since public health data collected 
about traffic deaths have helped underpin laws and educational efforts that cut the number of 
deaths by 13 percent between 1980 and 1990. According to the National Safety Council, there 
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were 53,172 motor vehicle deaths (23.4 per 100,000 population) in 1980 and 46,300 (18.6 per 
100,000) in 1990, a reduction of 13.6 percent in numbers and 25.8 percent per capita. But the 
NSC figures also show that there were 1,955 accidental firearms deaths (0.9 per 100,000) in 
1980 and 1,400 (0.6 per 100,000) in 1990, a reduction of 28.6 percent in numbers and 50 percent 
per capita. Gun safety outpaced motor vehicle safety, a fact which Lundberg ignored. 

The AMA feigns concern about deaths and injuries associated with guns, and would 
erode the Second Amendment protections of law-abiding Americans to cope with the problem, 
yet when it comes to deaths and injuries to pre-born humans resulting from abortions, it sides 
with the abortionists. According to the FBI's Uniform Crime Reports, there were 23,440 
murders and non-negligent manslaughters of already-born humans in 1990. Firearms of all types 
were involved in 12,847 murders. In contrast, it is estimated that 1.5 million or more abortions 
are performed annually in the U.S. by the relatively small percentage of willing physicians. 
Rather than oppose this holocaust, in June of this year the AMA adopted a policy allowing 
doctors to perform abortions on minors without parental consent. 

Keeping Track 

In August, we mentioned that police in the District of Columbia had discovered that 
dozens of guns stored in a high-security property warehouse and elsewhere had been stolen, 
some of which had subsequently been used in crimes. On September 29th, a Washington 
television station reported that an internal audit had indicated that DC police were unable to 
account for 2,864 guns confiscated at crime scenes or during arrests. A Department spokesman 
denied that the weapons were missing, claiming merely that they had been "misplaced" or 
"misfiled." 

On April 2nd of this year, a truck driver for the State Department mail room was 
convicted of conspiracy to steal and embezzlement of government property for taking three 
crates of State Department guns and giving them to another person. Included in the cache were 
four Uzi machine guns, five Remington shotguns, and five Kruger machine guns owned by the 
State Department's Office of Diplomatic Security. 

So much for keeping firearms out of criminal hands in one of our nation's most tightly 
gun-controlled cities. 

Congress Protects Itself 

Prior to adjourning in October, Congress approved legislation giving the Capitol Police 
jurisdiction over parts of the District of Columbia that surround Capitol Hill. In the past, the 
Capitol Police force were assigned to protect senators and representatives in and around their 
office buildings and in the Capitol itself. "But," notes syndicated columnist Paul Craig Roberts, 
"the violent crimes that surge through the streets of the capital have made life too uncertain for 
solons and staff. So lawmakers have amassed their own private army to patrol the areas in which 
they move. Like the nobles of yore, they have their armed retainers." 

Roberts continues: "Stripped of self-defense by gun controls laws -- which have yet to 
deter a single criminal -- the rest of the hapless citizenry, unable to use the taxpayers' purse to 
hire protectors, must walk and drive the streets in constant peril of their lives and property." 

Noting the recent rash of "carjackings" (during which armed thugs evict drivers from 
their cars and steal the vehicles), Roberts notes that "things calmed down a bit when the thugs 
tried to grab a car from an FBI agent, who promptly pulled out his gun and killed one of them." 
The incident "sent the anti-gunners up the wall," and many "are now waiting for the first 
non-FBI or police officer to shoot a carjacker," as he or she "would face a one-year prison 
sentence for illegally possessing a weapon." 
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Roberts observes that long ago "government protected law-abiding citizens. Now it 
protects criminals, while making it impossible for citizens to protect themselves." Unless the 
disgraceful situation is reversed, before long "a person will have to join the government class or 
the criminal class, as no one else will have a chance." 

Disarming Supervisors 

On November Ist, residents of the unincorporated areas of Alameda County, California 
began lining up to be photographed and fingerprinted before purchasing guns. The new policy 
was approved unanimously on September 22nd by the County Board of Supervisors. There are 
only three gun shops in the affected area, but Supervisor Don Perata, the measure's sponsor, told 
reporters that he hopes to see his scheme metastasize to all 14 cities in the county. 

Three Strikes, You're -- Ouch! 

On October 7th, a 38-year-old West Virginia man who had imbibed a considerable 
quantity of beer unwisely decided to clean three handguns. The first, a .32 caliber weapon, 
accidentally fired, hitting him in the right leg. Since he did not feel any pain, he began cleaning 
his .38-caliber pistol, which also went off, hitting him in the same leg. He subsequently told a 
sheriff's deputy that the bullet "stung a little, but not too bad," so he continued to clean a .357 
Magnum, which also fired accidentally, also hitting him in the right leg. At this point, he decided 
to call an ambulance, since, as he told the deputy, that last shot "really hurt because the bullet 
was a hollow point." 

-- ROBERT W. LEE 


DID YOU KNOW? 


¢ Separation of Church and State? The U.S. Forestry Service has already started planning its 
next "Spirituality/Wildland Interface" conference. According to the September 23rd Washington 
Times, this year's taxpayer-funded conference, held at the posh Hotel Santa Fe, included the 
following workshops: "The Perceptual Implications of Gaia," "Symbolism and Spiritual Values 
in Experiencing Nature," "Sacred Land, Sacred Sex," "Gaian Buddhism," and "Toward a 
Buddhist Environmental Ethic." 

Attendees at the bureaucrats-only conference learned from the Tatter presentation what 
an awful life farm animals live and that "it is the same objectifying minds that use women for sex 
objects and land for strip mining." 

The Times appropriately concluded that people "are free to worship whatever they want. 
Agency personnel are likewise free to genuflect before Gaia or a golden calf or whatever they 
wish. That's freedom of religion. But in fairness to people stuck with paying off a national debt 
that stretches all the way from Mother Earth to the Person in the Moon, perhaps it could agree to 
do so on its own time and its own money." 

¢ Frontiers of Environmentalism. Paul Tudor Jones is an unusual environmentalist. Instead 
of lobbying for heavier government regulations on private property, the bird lover and New York 
commodities broker bought a 3,270-acre parcel of !and on Maryland's eastern shore and hired 
William Ellen to create several duck ponds on the property. 

You might think that environmentalists would be delighted at such creative stewardship 
of land. You would be wrong. In 1989, two years after construction started, the U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers brought cease and desist orders to Ellen and eventually charged him and Jones with 
violating wetlands regulations. 

Tudor was able to bargain with prosecutors, and ended up paying a $2 million fine, a 
drop in the bucket for the wealthy financier. But Ellen was convicted of adding fill to 58 of the 
acres on the private property parcel, and was sentenced to six months in jail. An appeals court 
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upheld the conviction, but a Supreme Court ruling is pending. Here's the kicker, as recounted by 
the Washington Times: "And how did the [Army Corps of Engineers] go on to manifest its 
concern for wetlands on the site? By dynamiting them to create a 400-yard channel connecting 
the ponds to a body of salt water." 

¢ The HISS-ing General. Russian General Dmitri A. Volkogonov made news on October 30th 
when he claimed that he had found no evidence in Soviet intelligence archives that former U.S. 
presidential advisor Algier Hiss had spied for the USSR. Volkogonov also claimed that although 
Whittaker Chambers -- Hiss's main accuser -- was a member of the American Communist Party, 
Chambers had never spied for the Soviet Union, either. 

Although Volkogonov's allegations received much press ink, they convinced few scholars 
of Hiss's innocence. Hiss had been identified as a Soviet agent by former Communist Party 
operatives Elizabeth Bentley and Hede Massing as well as by Chambers. Furthermore, other 
Soviet espionage agents who later defected, such as Nadezhda Ulanovskaya, confirmed that 
Chambers had channeled government documents to them. 

One of the more interesting comments on the Hiss case was made by Marshall Goldman, 
who noted that Volkogonov is a "let the chips fall where they may' person. 'So far he's released 
papers on the downing of the Korean airliner and the Katyn Forest Massacre." 

Of course, the recent release by Russia of transcripts of recordings made by the KAL 007 
"black box" raised more questions than they answered. For example, the transcript reveals only 
90 seconds of conversation after the missile hit the airliner, and shows that the plane did not 
explode as many had believed. But since it would have taken more than two minutes for the 
airliner to fall 30,000 feet (the height at which it was likely flying), it is evident that at least 30 
more seconds -- and perhaps 10 to 12 minutes -- is missing from the text. 

¢ The Voodoo Crew. The American Civil Liberties Union seems to have a double standard 
concerning censorship. In October, the ACLU initiated a lawsuit against a Louisiana school 
district for attempting to remove the book Voodoo and Hoodoo from its public school libraries. 
The book contains a history of voodoo and "recipes" for casting spells, some requiring 
ingredients such as blood, urine, and dead animals. Stocking that book in a public school library, 
according to the ACLU, was not a violation of church and state, and removing it would be a case 
of "censorship." 

On the other hand, the ACLU seems to be in favor of censoring from public schools 
anything that promotes traditional values. In June 1991, the Wisconsin Chapter of the ACLU 
tried to have the program Sex Respect removed from public schools. Sex Respect is a 
non-religious sex education curriculum which teaches chastity until marriage. 

¢ Nazis for Hire. Remember President Ronald Reagan's 1985 visit to the West German military 
cemetery in Bitburg, West Germany? Mr. Reagan was urged not to visit the cemetery because 
some of the soldiers buried there were from Hitler's infamous SS brigades. Critics argued that 
Mr. Reagan's trip to the cemetery to honor the war dead would boost the budding neo-Nazi 
movement there. Many American television stations even showed alarming footage of German 
youths giving the straight-armed "Nazi salute." But the Washington Times reported on October 
31st that a police spokesman in the nearby city of Rostock had accused American television 
crews of paying German youths to "Nazi salute" before their cameras. According to the Times, 
spokesman Bernd Teichmann of the Rostock police maintained: "Our plainclothes men saw it, 
and we had it confirmed by the young people." 

-- THOMAS R. EDDLEM 


STRANGER THAN FICTION 
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Just a Coincidence? 

A piranha, the voracious fish normally found in the rivers of South America, was caught 
recently in Maryland's Patuxent River. It was the second such fish in as many years taken from 
the river, which winds just eight miles northeast of the Washington, DC beltway. Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources officials couldn't explain the occurrence, but told the 
Washington Times that more of the piranhas might soon be found in the river. Although 
Congress -- many members of which have been likened to the carnivorous fish -- was on recess 
at the time the piranha was caught, the two incidents are not thought to be related. 

World's Biggest Sturgeon 

For generations fishermen have been telling about the big one that got away. But Paul 
Johnston of the fishing trawler Lupina was glad when one of his recent catches got away while 
he was fishing in the Irish Sea on October 14th. "Once the boat started to move backwards, I 
knew that something wasn't right," Johnston told the Associated Press. "He nearly pulled me into 
the path of a ferry. The stern went completely underwater." Johnston was fortunate that his net 
broke, because the "fish" he had netted was the 4,640-ton nuclear powered submarine USS 
Sturgeon. 

Naked Aggression 

A French tourist came out with less than he bargained for after a visit to a Malaysian ape 
sanctuary on October 21st. Although he did get to observe the primates up close, the German 
Press Agency reported, a "14-year-old orangutan confronted him and stripped him naked." The 
orangutan left the man stunned but unharmed, and fled into the woods with his clothes, 
underwear and all. A quick thinking park official turned the incident into a lesson on proper 
jungle attire: "This unusual incident is a warning to all tourists to wear clothes which cannot be 
removed easily." 

Swiss Amiss 

Although not reported in most newspapers, traditionally neutral Switzerland launched an 
invasion against tiny neighboring Liechtenstein on October 13th. The "invasion" occurred when 
a group of Swiss army recruits, following written Swiss army orders, set up a listening post in 
the village of Triesenberg. The only problem, said the Liechtenstein government, was that the 
Swiss army "overlooked that Triesenberg is not located on Swiss territory." 

Liechtenstein has no armed forces, a population of less than 30,000, and only 62 square 
miles of territory, making it one of the smallest nations in the world. No one was hurt during the 
exercise, and according to a Reuters dispatch, the Swiss immediately withdrew their troops and 
issued a formal apology. 

Parade Against Sinead 

The Irish singer Sinead O'Conner has received a lot of criticism for tearing up a picture of 
the Pope during an October 3rd appearance on the television program Saturday Night Live. But 
perhaps the most damaging condemnation was by Madonna, the pop singer whose music videos 
are notorious for their perverted sexual content. "| think there is a better way to present her ideas 
rather than ripping up an image that means a lot to other people," announced Madonna, who 
recently released a pornographic picture book to accompany her equally lewd album Erotica." 
You know you've hit bottom when even Madonna admonishes you for poor taste. 

Socialist Retreat 

University of California-Berkeley's law school has agreed to scrap racial quotas from its 
admissions policy. The decision to abort racial quotas for minorities -- which included 
sub-quotas for various minority groups -- came after the Civil Rights Office of California's 
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Department of Education determined that the long standing practice was illegal. Interestingly, 
minority students were most adversely affected by the policy. "It's fair to say," Michael Williams 
of the Civil Rights Office stated, that "Asians, particularly Japanese students, may very well have 
been disadvantaged -- as well as white students -- by operation of the program." 

-- THOMAS R. EDDLEM 


PUBLISHER'S PAGE Convert to 
Liberalism 


John F. McManus 

Several newspapers recently carried an advertisement inviting readers to contact the 
World Federalist Association (WFA) so that they might help create a "U.N. World Federation." 
The ad, headlining the need for "World Laws" and "Global Governance," also featured a photo 
of WFA President John B. Anderson. 

In 1980, Anderson decided not to seek reelection to the U.S. House seat he had occupied 
for 20 years. Instead, the Rockford, Illinois native offered himself as an independent candidate 
for President. His primary race in 1978 against a no-nonsense conservative persuaded him that 
his constituents had become disenchanted with his performance as one of the most liberal 
members of Congress. His membership in both of David Rockefeller's 
world-government-promoting organizations, the Council on Foreign Relations and the Trilateral 
Commission, had also become known. 

From Right to Left 

When he first went to Congress in 1961, John Anderson was a strong conservative. He 
refused to support socialistic programs and anything that smacked of internationalism. During 
1962, he voted against an appropriation of $100 million for United Nations bonds designed to 
save the organization from imminent bankruptcy. In 1963, he voted against the establishment of 
federal air pollution agencies, foreign aid, and funding for the disarmament agency. 

During 1964, he voted against foreign aid on three separate occasions, and he opposed a 
food stamp program, a debt limit increase, and funding for the antipoverty agency. In 1965, he 
cast votes in opposition to Medicare funding through Social Security and the creation of the 
Department of Housing and Urban Development. He even supported a measure to continue 
funding of the House Committee on Un-American Activities, and he backed a proposal to ban 
U.S. aid to any nation trading with North Vietnam. 

Yet, in the later stages of his congressional career, there weren't any leftist proposals 
Harvard-trained John Anderson wouldn't support. He backed the lockup of Alaska's energy 
resources, the Equal Rights Amendment, federal funding for abortions, and forced busing. He 
supported the giveaway of the Panama Canal, various disarmament treaties with the USSR, the 
creation of the Department of Education, and federal gun control measures. A complete turncoat, 
he even voted against defense spending on virtually every occasion -- the MX missile, the B-1 
bomber, nuclear aircraft carriers, etc. 

So radical had Anderson become that he helped to raise funds for liberal Democratic 
Senators George McGovern of South Dakota, Birch Bayh of Indiana, John Culver of Iowa, and 
Patrick Leahy of Vermont. He earned the reputation of being the Democrats' favorite 
Republican. Asked in 1980 if he would prefer to support Ronald Reagan or Ted Kennedy for 
President, he chose Kennedy. 

Deciding not to run for reelection to the House but instead to launch his illfated 
independent candidacy for President, he attached himself openly to leftist and internationalist 
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causes. Ending up as the president of the World Federalist Association fits the John Anderson 
who left Congress in 1980, not the man who arrived there after winning election in 1960. 
World Federalists 

The United World Federalists was created from a merger of six other organizations in 
1947. Now led by John Anderson, it is currently known as the World Federalist Association. 
Right from its inception, this organization has advocated United Nations control of world affairs, 
an all-powerful UN "peace force," an unchallengeable UN World Court, and a world income tax 
to finance the world body. 

On December 4, 1985, a subcommittee of the House Foreign Affairs Committee heard 
the following testimony from WFA vice president John Logue: 

It is time to tell the world's people not what they want to hear, but what they ought to 

hear. What they ought to hear is that if we really want to have peace and promote 

justice, we must reform, restructure and strengthen the United Nations .... The 

Security Council veto must go. One-nation, one-vote must go. The United Nations 

must have taxing power or some other dependable source of revenue. It must have 

a large peacekeeping force .... In appropriate areas, particularly in the area of 

peace and security, it must be able to make and enforce law on the individual. 

The WFA ad featuring Anderson's photo calls for action "to transform the United Nations 
into an empowered democratic world federation." WFA wants the UN to have "a global 
parliament to enact laws," "a standing peacekeeping force," and "an international criminal court." 
As for the continuation of sovereignty for the United States or any other nation, forget it. The 
world must be run by an "empowered" United Nations. 

The once-conservative congressman from Illinois has sold out completely. 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


